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| Tx anorHer convMn will be found an account of the 
trial which took place in Paris last week with reference 
"to the electoral committees recently mentioned in this 
 Journal.* The offence charged appears, according to 
' our English notions, to have required absolute proof that 
“twenty or more persons were concerned. In spite of its 
being shown that they were no more than thirteen, and 
therefore could not have committed the offence contem- 
fi =. and notwithstanding the protest of Messieurs 
and Garnier-Pagés, two of their number, and 
; ies for Paris, they have been condemned to a fine of 
$00 francs each. It is understood that an appeal will be 
| made from this decision. 


| Tax Scorrisu procepure of the “reference to oath,” 
if resorted to by Miss Longworth, would most likely 
only end in an additional triumph to Major Yelverton 
ad another mortification to herself. The practice seems 
to be even more inoperative than could have been ima- 
| gined, and to be a mere remnant of ancient barbarism, like 
of battle, or trying a.case by making the party walk 

over redhot ploughshares, and is peculiar to Scotland. No 
other country in Europe retains any analogous custom. 
» After a case has been fully exhausted, and after every spe- 
' ties of evidence has been adduced by both suitors, poe! fr 
the judge and jury have finally decided, the losing party, 
yhether plaintiff or defendant, has, according to the 
| Beotch law, a last chance for a verdict—he can force the 
: who has gained to swear that he has a just cause, 
and that he has not gained it by false evidence. Now 
‘Mippose Major Yelverton were put to this test, he would, 
Ae of course, not hesitate to swear in his own 
fi That this must be the case is in most trials so 
tlear, that the step is very rarely resorted to—Miss 
Eangworth is entitled by Scotch law to put Major Yel- 
“Yerton on oath to answer the following questions :— 
Si you ever in Scotland declare to Miss Longworth 
| that you were her husband? Did you ever at any time 
; pro to marry Miss Longworth, and did cohabitation 
q in consequence of that promise?” He has already 
“Answered both these questions in the negative, on the 
‘oeeasion of the trial at Dublin, and it is not probable 
that a last uppeal to his conscience would produce a 
‘different answer. Whatever that answer may be, must 
be taken as conclusive. No cross-examination is allowed, 
i, 28 we have already pointed out, no counter evi- 

ice can be given, and the questions must be put in the 
‘ve a shape. Can we then doubt what the result 











_ As an instance of the failure of justice we would call 
attention toa number of cases in which persons com- 
mitted for non-compliance with a bastardy order escape 
mishment. It appears that both the keepers of the 
House of Correction, and those of Whitecross-street pri- 
fon, refuse to receive such prisoners, and the result is 
that they may defy the order with impunity, and in the 
meantime poor women are left without a remedy. The 
tule nisi, which has been obtained in the court of Queen’s 
ich, has never been argued, and no interim provision 
made for the reception of delinquents of the class men- 

» It would be supposed that the justices could 

¢ some arrangement whereby the law should be 
= in this t, until the question is 
y settled, but yet nothing is done, and the prover- 


bial apathy of those concerned in what is “ everybody's 
eden eam to be exemplified as fully as possible in 
this instance. 

Tue instiTution of trial by jury, though the boastof 
our country, cannot in its working give satisfaction to 
those who are liable to be called upon to act in the 
capacity of jurymen. One of the chief reasons 
for the irregular attendance of jurymen, and a fortiori 
of special jurymen is that the inadequacy of the remune- 
ration, compared with the amount of time wasted in at- 
tendance at the court, induces them to run the risk of 
a fine rather than leave their business, which to them is 
of more importance. The theory no doubt is that jury- 
men are summoned to serve their country without re- 
muneration, and therefore the lists are made out on 
such a plan as to exempt those who are already, in 
some way or other, employed in her service; from which 
it would follow that the others are merely ya 
the same duty in another manner, so that, if the com- 
plaint were simply that they think themselves underpaid, 
we should not be inclined to advocate any alteration on 
that ground. The sums paid are undoubtedly ridi- 
culously small if looked upon as compensation ; they are 
in fact mere “retainers.” Until very lately the sum 
paid to each common juryman in the common law 
courts at Westminster was eightpence per trial, 
and now they have a shilling each. In the Se- 
condary’s Court fourpence per trial is the sum paid 
to pa In the Lord Mayor’s Court twupeers is 
thesum. Special jurymen are paid at the rate of a guinea 
for cach trial, and, even this is admittedly an under 
payment, itis clear that petty jurymen must, in their 
degree, find the duty imposed upon them burdensome. 
But, though called upon thus to give their time practi- 
cally for nothing to the service of the State, they have just 
reason to complain if that time be unnecessarily wasted ; a 
man who sits for four days as a special juryman on a single 
case, considers himself aggrieved; but the man who is 

mmoned on a special jury, and, after wasting his time 
about the court for perhaps two or three days, is called 
upon to act in a heavy case, or perhaps not called upon 
at all, has real cause of complaint. Hundreds of those 
on the special jury list do not value their time at less 
than five guineas a day, and therefore prefer to incur 
the fine, which they may escape, rather than leave their 
business and accept a certain loss. We cannot help re- . 
curring to this subject, as complaints are now frequently 
made, and we cannot do better than refer our readers to 
the suggestion recently made in our columns* that only 
a limited number of jurymen should be summoned for 
each day. Complaints are daily made of the great waste 
of time incurred by jurymen, and we think a very small 
alteration in the law would go a great way towards 
satisfying jurymen, who, as a class, deserve every con- 
sideration. 


THE LOVE OF LITIGATION appears to be inherent in the 
nature of Miss Longworth, who, not satisfied with her 
recent costly experience, has brought an action in Scot- 
land against the Saturday Review, for con- 
cluding for £3,000, for the article published on the 30th 
of July last. The following extract from the “ Con- 
descendence” shows the ground of action :— 

Con. 4.—The article throughout abounds in direct or covert 
attacks upon the pursuer’s character. It suggests that, had 
she appeared personally, she would have enlisted the feelings 
of the judges in the House of Lords in the same practical 
way, or by some similar way, to that adopted in the case 
of “an Athenian lady of doubtful fame”’—referring, it is 
believed, to Phryne, the Athenian courtesan, and. insinuating, 
and intending to, insinuate, that the pursuer is of profligate 
character or of doubtful fame, or of both. It proceeds to 
state, falsely and ealumniously, that the pursuer’s “ version 
of what occurred in Ireland was absolutely untrue,” and insinu- 
ates that, because of her falsehood in this version, her word 
is not to be believed, And in discussing, and in part con- 
demning, the character of Major Yelverton, it states that “ he 
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was much more the pursued than the pursuer’’ At any rate, 
he gaye the lady fair warning. He pointed ont that her “ ruin 
would be the result of a renewal of their acquaintance, and he 
gave her ths choice of renewing it or not. That renewal was 
her act not his,” All thisis false in every particular, and it is 
especially false, and is besides calumnious, in respect that it 
represents that her ruin was her own act, and was chosen by 
her after warning, which is the meaning and effect of the pas- 
sage quoted, 

Con. 5.—The concluding passage of the article isas follows:— 
* As to Miss Longworth, we would now say as little as we can 
When all the world was on her side—when she was the trium- 

hant object of what are called Irish ovations, when all Scot- 
fond made her virtues as much an article of faith as Queen 
Mary’s innocence, and when nearly the whole of England 
echoed their salutations—we expressed ourselves intelligibly 
on this lady’s life and character. Thehighest English tribunal 
has now fully accepted that view, which, four years ago was 
both uncommon and unpopular. It were ungenerous to press 
heayily.on any one who is down, doubly ungenerous in the case 
of a woman of very remarkable powers, great intellectual ac- 
complishments, and now labouring under the heavy burden of 
failure and humiliation. To say that, in our judgment, she 
fully deserves her fate, may sound harsh; but to say much less 
were to compromise the interests of truth and morality. She 
has a thorny bed to lie on, but she has made it for herself. And 
if we express ourselves strongly, it is chiefly because the Lord 
High Chancellor of England has thought proper, in his judicial 
capacity, not only to pronounce a high eulogium on the intellec- 
tual capacity displayed in Miss Longworth’s letters, but to 
declare that their tone is consistent with ‘ honourable court- 
ship.’ The interests of morality would, we think, be seriously 
compromised were this judgment to rest on any higher grounds 
than Lord Westbury’s opinion of what may be the proper style 
of correspondence between unmarried—or, for the matter of 
that, between married —persons. To right-thinking persons 
there is much in these terrible letters which is simply loathsome. 
We have no notion of making a heroine of such a person as 
Miss Longworth. She is out of keeping with society, both as 
it is and as it ought to be. She is an adventuress, launched 
into the world nobody knows how, with a previoushistory which 
has never been told, She is a Seur de Charite, but she meets 
and courts adventures little in keeping with semi-conventual 
dress and office. She sinners it and saints it by turns or at 
once. She is made up of passion and prudence, of hard intel- 
lectual vigour, and sensuous thoughts and feelings. She writes 
as no modest woman writes, and she schemes as no modest 
woman would scheme. She has religious scruples, but they do 
not restrain her from provoking at least to sin. The best that 
ean be hoped for her is that she will abandon that world which 
will act most kindly by forgetting her, and forgiving her offence 
against society.” 

Con. 8.— The defenders do not reside in Scotland, but sums 
of money due to them have been arrested, jurisdictionis fun- 
dande causé, in the hands of Messrs. Adam & Charles Black, 
booksellers and publishers in Edinburgh; Messrs. William 
Blackwood & Sons, booksellers and publishers there; Messrs. 
Edmonston & Douglas, booksellers and publishers there; and 
Mr. William P. Nimmo, bookseller and publisher there. 


Tue Intanp Revenve Retvens for this year disclose 
some remarkable statistical facts. We extract a few of 
the most prominent :—The consumers of intoxicating 
drinks contributed to the revenue the sum of, in round 
numbers, £20,020,000. The consumers of tea and 
coffee, &c., £5,074,000—in both cases without reckoning 
the tax on licences for making and for selling these 
articles, or on sugar to sweeten them. The house-tax 
rose from £844,679 in 1862-8, to £898,274 in 1863-4. 
The taxes on servants, carriages, and dogs, from £744,000 
to £765,000; on armorial bearings, from £58,359 to 
£60,182. The tax on hair-powder, on the other hand, 
brings in less and less every year, and has now fallen to 
1,000 guineas. From these returns it would appear that 
substantial luxury is on the increase. The recent 
changes in the stamp laws render these taxes of too 
fluctuating a nature to be of much service for a compari- 
son of this kind; and these fluctuations have been - 
vated by the Stamp Act of the last session (27 & 28 Vict. 
c. 56), by which probate and letters of administration 
are exempted from stamp duty where the effects do not 
exceed £100 in value. This Act makes various other 





important alterations in the law, well worthy of the atten. 
tion of the profession ; but as it will appear almost imme- 
diately in our issue of Statutes, we do not think it advis. 
able to enter into any details respecting it here, and now. 


THE VERY ONE-SIDED OPERATION of the law as 
against tax-payers, is peculiarly shown in the case of 
the income and property tax. As regards the Crown, 
there appears to be no practical limit to the number of 
years’ unpaid tax which can be recovered ; but, supposing 
that any person should unwittingly have paid the tax, 
say for ten years, when not due, although the claim ag 
such might possibly be allowed, yet no more than three 
years’ tax could be recovered from the Treasury. The 
10th section of the 23 Vict. c. 14, which is as follows, 
contains the law on the subject :—“ No claim for repay. 
ment of duty under this Act, or any former Act i 
to the income tax, shall be allowed unless it 
be made within three years next after the end of the 
year of assessment to which the claim shall relate.” 


Tue usvaLLy quiet borough of Ashton-under-Lyne 
has recently excited itself over a scandalous circumstance, 
Mr. Hall, who has for thirteen years been clerk to the 
borough magistrates, was unceremoniously turned out 
of his office without any fault found or investi 
made. Any magistrate has a right to appoint what clerk 
he likes; and although it would be inconvenient, there 
is nothing to prevent each magistrate having his own 
clerk. Ashton appears to be a place much agitated by 
political parties, and a local journal informs us that on 
the 13th ult. a motion was made in the ‘Town Couneil to 
the effect that it was highly expedient that a clerk to 
the justices should be appointed, to be paid by salary in. 
stead of fees. This, of course, was perfectly superflaons, 
as the Town Council have nothiug todo with che maa 
but as the borough justices are the chief movers in the 
Town Council, there was no harm done. On the 20th ult, 
when the question was taken into consideration, some 
one of the Council moved that the office of clerk of the 
magistrates was void. That resolution was carried, and 
then another gentleman was appointed with a A 
more discreditable transaction than this could not 
been perpetrated under the pretence of economy. It 
was perfectly competent to the magistrates to diamia 
their clerk; but having arrived at the conclusion that 
they would pay their ek in future by a salary, 
immediately appoint another one, and, to save themselves 
the trouble of Joing something unpleasant in a proper 
manner, they do it in such a mode as no personsof 

entlemanly feeling could adopt. Mr. Hall appears to 
fave been perfectly competent to perform his duties, and 
to have performed them in a most satisfactory manner. 
He certainly would seem to have had a right to a first 
offer of the salary, whatever it might be; but no—he has 
been turned out, and that ignominiously, and the 
of Ashton have to thank a political tion tha 
have lost a good officer, and have gained for 
borough a reputation which will make them proverbial 
for many a long day. 


Mr. Justice Suee will sit in Judges’ Chambers on 
Tuesdays and Fridays during the long vacation. 


At tus Sunpertayp County Perry Sxssions, last 
week, three boys were charged with stealing a number 
of eggs; and although it was clearly proved that they 
were the thieves, it was at the same time shown that the 
eggs were not eggs, but young ducks. It appeared that 
the eggs were taken from under a sitting hen, and hal 
been slightly chipped when stolen; the boys put the 
eggs into an oven and completed the hatching, ‘The 
ducklings having been produced in court, the boys welt 
discharged. 

In THE QuARTER ending March, 1864, the duty a8 
fire insurances rose from £1,580,636 to £1,633,434—# 
increase of more than 52,000. It will be interesting @ 
see what effect the new Act, when it has been in operation 
for three months, will have on this source of revenue. 
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TRIAL BY JURY AND ITS MISCARRIAGES, 


British subjects have been in the habit of regarding 
trial by jury as the great palladium of liberty from time 
whereof the memory of man runneth not to the con- 
trary, and no doubt in days gone by they have, by their 
honest fearless independence, and unflinching determi- 
nation of purpose, stood as impenetrable barriers against 
the pressure of corrupt judges, in cases between the 
Crown and the subject, as well as those between subject 
and ‘subject, which justly entitled the institution to our 
highest admiration and fullest measure of praise. That 
juries have been wrong at times, and have returned 
occasionally perverse verdicts, is quite true; but those 
juries summoned to our superior tribunals, whether civil 
or criminal, to aid in the administration of justice, have 
seldom become amenable to a charge of corruption or 
abuse of their power or duties, as they usually keep 
within their province, and return verdicts pursuant to 
the’ solemn oaths they have taken, according to the 
evidence adduced before them. The prejudices of class 
have at times been improperly permitted to interfere 
with this solemn obligation, when they are invited to 
give verdicts in cases between tradesmen and their cus- 
tomers, the usual rules of justice and fair play being 
made subservient to their class, and a verdict has not 
unfrequently been returned more in accordance with 
their prejudices than the strict rules of justice ; but this 
practice has, with some few exceptions, been confined to 
inferior tribunals, and the lowest grade of jurors. 

Amongst the evils introduced into our legal system 
by the County Court Acts is that of enabling a clique of 
five jurors, summoned at the instance of one of the par- 
ties to a cause, who is actuated by the ignoble object of 
snatching a verdict, founded on prejudice, against every 
principle of right and justice ; and, we fear, that in those 
tribunals, if something is not done to remedy the cause 
of complaint, the evil is likely to increase. 

We are induced to make these observations in conse- 
quence of two cases, one of Mottram vy. Goodman re- 
cently tried before Mr. Commissioner Kerr, at the 
Sheriffs’ Court in the City of London, and the other, 
of Barker v. Miller, tried before Mr. Serjeant Jones, at 
Clerkenwell County Court, and reported in our last 
week's impression. 

In the former case, Mr. Talfourd Salter appeared for the 
plaintiff, and Mr. Grady for the defendant. The action was 
brought to recover a sum of money said to be due by the 
defendant, who had acted as secretary to a company which 
was in course of voluntarily winding up under the Wind- 
ing-up Acts, to ‘the plaintiff, who was an accountant, 
and had been employed on other occasions by the former 
secretary, whom the defendant had supplanted. It ap- 
peared in evidence that the directors had appointed the 
defendant as secretary on the retirement of his prede- 
cessor; and the plaintiff admifted that he was employed 
to make out the accounts, during the time of the former 
secretary, with the sanction of the directors. It was 
proved by one of the liquidators that the plaintiff had 
furnished his account to them, and had demanded pay- 
ment of them; that they had allowed the amount, and 
that the plaintiff should be paid in due course with the 
other creditors; that several applications had been 
made to them by the plaintiff for payment. For the 
defence, it was urged that it was an attempt to make a 
servant pay the debts of his master—to whom the cre- 
ditor himself had made so many applications—a prin- 
ciple not to be countenanced for a moment; and that 
there was no evidence to show that the defendant ever 
contracted, in his individual capacity, with the plaintiff ; 
and that his conduct showed that he, the plaintiff, con- 
tracted with the directors, and looked to them for 
payment, 

The learned judge took this view, and in summing up 
told the jury that it would be a monstrous injustice to 
make the defendant pay the debts of his employers. After 
some further observations to the same effect, one of the 





jury sto the learned judge, sa that had 
‘eabe route minds; and, to the sonsbiment offal 
eounsel, and all in court, returned a verdict for th 
plaintiff for the full amount of his claim, there not 
one tittle of evidence in support of it as against the de- 
fendant. 

In the other case, Barker v. Miller, which is a sort 
of converse case to the former, Mr. Hammond, at- 
torney, appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. G as 
counsel for the defendant. The plaintiff is a 
living at Muswell-hill, next door to the defendant, who 
is a barrister, and Administrator-general of Madras. The 


action was brought to recover a sum of poy bad of 
of draught and bottled ages 4 supplied to the 's 


footman, named Whitely, who had absconded after com- 
mitting several acts of dishonesty, making away with 
£150 worth of wine, fifty dozen of bottled ale and 


two casks of porter, and ten of ale, in about four months. 
The plaintiff offered no evidence to show that any goods 
had been delivered at the defendant’s house except on 
one occasion, when Whitely sent the coachman for six 
bottles of ale. He failed to show that the defendant 
authorised Whitely to pledge his credit, or that he ever 
knew that Whitely had ever done so in that or any other 
instance. He admitted that he was in the habit of sup- 

lying bottles of wine, which were entered in his books to 
Nefendant, but afterwards erased, as he insisted on bei 

id for that article, ‘‘ because the defendant had not pai 

is account, and it was rather heavy ;” yet he continued 
to increase the bill by delivering, for nearly three weeks 
afterwards, more bottled and Senahe porter, He ad- 
mitted giving Whitely pipes and twopenny screws of 
tobacco, which he had entered to defendant; but that 
did not cause his suspicion. Although he erased from 
his books the tobacco and pipes, yet he charged them te 
the defendant, in the account delivered, under the head 
of “porter,” because he thought it looked better--making 
it appear that the om was made for beer, and not for 
tobacco, &c. His books showed that he charged de- 
fendant three halfpeuce each for several glasses of gin, 
which must have been drank upon the premises 
Whitely ; that he lived next door to defendant, and yet 
never asked him whether he was to continue to supply 
Whitely with goods, and never made any demand 
upon him until within a few days of Whitely’s 
decamping; and it appeared that Whitely was in 
habit of selling his master’s beer to the other servants. 
Mr. Grady, at the close of the plaintiff's case, submitted 
that, as there was no evidence of agency, and ag the 
onus probandi lay upon the plaintiff, citing several au- 
thorities for that view, the plaintiff ought to be non- 
suited. The learned judge, however, left the case to 
the jury, a course for which we are at a loss to diseover 
any ground ; for, as he said in his summing up, there was 
not a tittle of evidence to go to the jury, either that the 

oods had been delivered to defendant, or that Whitely 
fad been authorised by the defendant to pledge his 
credit. Elis Honour also observed, as is palpably right, 
that it was the plaintiff's duty to have communi with 
the defendant, who lived next door; that he had tried 
3,000 similar cases, and had never had a worse ease 
before him than the present ; and that he considered it 
abundantly evident from the plaintiff's books, and the 
manner in which he had answered questions in cross-ex- 
amination, that he had conspired with Whitely, and that 
they were both in the same category. The jury, how- 
ever, returned a verdict for plaintiff, whereupon Mr, 
Grady moved for a new trial, on the ground the 
verdict was @ perverse one, without a tittle of evidence to 
support it, and the learned judge immediately granted 
his application, stating that he never heard a more illegal, 
unjustifiable, and perverse verdict. 

The result of this miscarriage of justice is, that the dee 
fendant is vexatiously put to inconvenience and anges 
fie be nove com Oy te teem canis DEAT the 
county court, and will be compelled to remove the cause 
to the superior courts. And these cases are not confined 
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to the inferior courts : in the course of the present cir- 
cuit Lord Chief Justice Erle had occasion to administer 
avery severe rebuke to ajury at Mold, in Flintshire. On 
Saturday his Lordship told the under-sheriff to return 
men more capable of performing the office of jurors, for 
in a case tried on Friday there was a more lamentable 
failure of justice than he had ever known in his career, 
through the incapacity of the jury. What sense of 
honesty—what regard can a jury have for the solemn 
obligation of an oath, when they thus deliberately dis- 
regard the direction of the judge, and pervert the pure 
stream of justice by returning a verdict against law and 
fact? We have heard much of the honesty of British 
tradesmen; we have heard much of extending their 
political privileges; but if these cases are to afford any 
example of the manner in which their present duties are 
discharged, we do not see that they give any reasonable 
promise of fitness for a more extended sphere. 





MR. TREVOR’S DEFENDERS. 

If ever anyone desired to be “ saved from his friends,” 
we are of opinion that the gentleman whose name 
heads this article must by this time heartily express the 
wish on his own account. Not one of the letters written 
in his defence has been such as could afford any comfort 
or consolation to a man in his position. A defence which 
is only an excuse, and amounts in short to nothing more 
than an attempt to palliate, does more harm than good ; 
and in such acase as this, where so many are concerned, 
an appeal to the feelings is a mere mockery. 

Audi aiteram partem, say those who, repudiating any 
acquaintance with Mr. Trevor, wish to be considered as 
his friends, so far as asking for fair play would consti- 
tute them friendly. True, we have only heard one side 
of the question as yet ; none of the statements contained 
in the letters to the Zimes have been proved upon oath 
as against Mr. Trevor, and, therefore, we do not say 
that a case is made out calling for judicial interference. 
As to that, of course the proper and dignified course is 
to wait till the charges in question assume a definite 
shape. But how are we to hear the other side? We 
know that the disclosures by officials of the business of the 
Legacy and Succession Duty Office is not permitted, and 
that it might, if permitted, lead to great abuses, so that 
a man who is assailed, as in this instance, has his mouth 
sealed and can disclose nothing. Yet we are not on 
that account to let his weakness be his strength, and 
bear from him that which we feel to be oppressive or 
wrong. 

The note of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, as we 
showed last week, does not touch the point at issue be- 
tween Mr: Trevor and the public, and in fact is nothing 
more than an absurd attempt to lead the public to look 
at the official merits of the individual, and to ignore the 
glaring faults ofa system which as clearly shown by the let- 
ters in the Zimes, is capable of being worked soas to give, 
and does give, the greatest possible dissatisfaction to the 
public. Even if the officer be in the right “ La loi, c'est 
un crime.” But all his friends are not such thick and 
thin supporters as Mr. Gladstone. One impartial ad- 
mirer bears witness to the courtesy and consideration he 
has received during the course of a practice of thirty-five 
years in the Legacy and Succession Duty Office, but al- 
lows that Mr. Trevor—with whom he has a slight 
acquaintance— has “ a rather ascetic temperament.” 
It would be the worst policy to expend an ascetic 
temper on a personal acquaintance, when so many may 
be daily found to whom utterly unknown otherwise 
than officially, Mr. Trevor may give the benefit of 
that valuable qaality of his disposition. 

It is of no avail that one man has been able to 
do his work without difficulty for thirty-five years, 
when we regard the number of persons who make 
complaints. If the complaint was made by one 
person only we should be inclined to think the fault lay 
in the complainant, or that the difficulty arose from a 
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personal dislike ; but when the cry is so general, it is im- 
possible to say that the fault is not in the official. 
Among those who have taken up the cudgels on behalf 
of Mr. Trevor, ‘“‘A Country Clergyman ” is one who as- 
sumes quite a different ground, and one which, in the 
abstract, is perfectly admissible, as being the point of 
view from which every tax-payer is concerned to look on 
the subject:— 

“Do these gentlemen,” he says, referring to those who 
are complaining, “ really think there is no ‘public’ except 
those who pay legacy duties? I am one of amuch larger pub- 
lic who never hatl that good fortune, and we look on Mr, 
Trevor as our solicitor to enforce the last legal farthing out 
of the lucky people who come in for rich windfalls, and so 
keep down the horrible income-tax, which eats likea cancer 
into the scanty produce of our brains and toil. We know well 
enough that if legatees are let off other taxes must be screwed 
up, and we do not know when a man is in better condition to 
pay than when he is coming into at least ten times as much 
money of other people’s getting. But pray, how can Mr. Tre- 
vor make a statute of Jimitations if the Legislature has made 
none? How can he levy a tax which the law has not im- 
posed? and how can he abstain from levying what the law 
does impose? Is it credible that anyone would have paid a 
farthing they were not compelled by law to pay? They are 
too sharp for that. The Chancellor of the Exchequer offers 
them an appeal when both sides can be heard, but they prefer 
to write to the Times, knowing that the controller cannot re- 
ply.” 

The “Country Clergyman,” however, seems to labour 
under that incapacity for seeing the point at issue, said 
to be characteristic of his cloth. Of course, it is eve 
one’s interest to see that the revenue is not defrauded, 
because if any unit of the community escapes from a. 
ing what is due from him, the amount thus unpaid falls 
upon the aggregate number of tax-payers. The non- 
sensical questions above quoted are very soon answered. 
The chief points at issue between the public and Mr. 
Trevor are, first, as to the mode of book-keeping made 
use of in the office; and, secondly, as to his mode of 
carrying out the authorised system of collecting the 
duties in question. None of the writers have complained 
that Mr. ‘Trevor did not set up a limitation, nor did they 
require him to do so; but many have thought there 
should be a limitation to the power of the Treasury to 
recover duties more than a few years old. It is easily 
seen how a tax may be levied which the law does not 
impose: it is done in this way—A letter is sent from 
Somerset House to an executor, or to the executor of 
an executor, demanding duties which are believed to have 
been paid, but the payment of which, from some cause or 
other, often by reason of the time elapsed since that pay- 
ment,cannot now be proved. A reply is sent, stating the 
facts, and asking for information from the books. The 
answer sent is, to use the words of a correspondent of 
the Zimes, “ pay the duties we ask; if you don't, why 
then apply to the Court ; but you had much better pay, 
for you know that to get the Court's decision will cost 
you more than to pay what is asked, even assuming that 
that duty is not correct.” Or, perhaps, the mode of 
collecting may be diversified in'this way. The solicitor 
of the Treasury, in whose hands the matter is placed, 
compels the parties to pay by reason of their inability 
to produce a receipt for duties which they know to have 
been paid. In one case this actually happened, but 
shortly afterwards, the receipts having been fownd, the 
money was refunded. Of course, the “ Country Clergy- 
man” will not deny that this money had been previously 
paid, nor that the fact of payment was capable of dis- 
covery by an appeal to the books. Not ook is it credi- 
ble, but it is the fact, that money has by these and 
similar means been collected, which had been already 
paid, and we should be glad ifthe “ Country Cee 
would kindly impart some of the “sharpness” he im- 
putes to solicitors, and which he imagines, not, perha 
without reason, that he himself possesses, to those who 
are so much in need of it, and show us how, under such 
pressure, he would prevent Mr. Trevor from levying 
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from him a tax which the law had not imposed. By 
all means let Shylock have his pound of flesh ; that is 
his due; but defend us from the possibility of his 
taking two pounds while we owe but one. The object 
of the agitation which has occurred has not been for 
the purpose of bringing punishment. on Mr. Trevor for 
anything done by him in accordance with law or autho- 
rised regulations. If he has done what the law does 
not allow, of course he is punishable, and on that point 
we have nothing to remark. What is required to 
satisfy the public, and especially that part of it who 
pay legacy and succession duty, is that a proper system 
of book-kecping should be used, whereby the state of 
the account with any estate can be ascertained at a 

lance. And not only so, it is also absolutely requisite 
that the books should be properly kept, and not, as it 
appears may now be the case, in such a way that the 
entry of a payment made should be placed on the wrong 
side of the account, or in such a position as not to be 
found without great trouble. . 

The next requirement is, that any person called upon 
to pay duty, or his solicitor or agent, should have an ab- 
solute right to inspect the account as it stands in the 
books, and, if necessary, to compare it with the papers in 
his own possession, and to take a copy or extract from such 
books as he may be advised. And lastly, it is time that 
some limit should be placed on the power to recover duty 
which has been long unpaid. In making in their books 
an abstract of the will for the purposes ofduty, it would 
be easy for the clerk to make such a memorandum as 
would call attention to the fact that duty will become pay- 
able on the happening of a given event. A periodical 
inspection of the books would show every one of these 
cases ; and a notice sent, say a year before the power to 
recover the duty would, according to the limitation, be- 
come barred by statute, might be made sufficient to 
save the statute, and cause a fresh term to com- 


mence. Great hardship is now inflicted on per- 
sons who are called upon to pay duty running 
back a great number of years, and with a large 


amount of interest added ; when perhaps, as has often 
occurred, those called upon to pay have never received 
any benefit from the estate, and have no funds in hand 
to meet the payment. A reasonable limit to such de- 
mands would give to executors a feeling of confidence 
which they can never possess while the law remains as 
itis at present. We do not presume to say what the 
term should be—whether six years or any longer time, 
but we are clear that there should be some such limit. 








REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


INJURY TO POSSIBLE FUTURE USE OF ANCIENT LIGHTS. 
Jackson v. The Duke of Newcastle, L.C., 12 W. R. 1066. 


This was a case of preventive injunction. It will be 
distinguished from a recent case, of some note, before the 
Lord Chancellor, where the injunction prayed to protect 
ancient lights was mandatory. The jurisdiction of the 
Court of Chancery by mandatory injunction, in derogation, 
to such an extent, of the maxim, cujus est solum, ejus est 
usque ad celum, as to restrain, at the suit of one claiming 
ancient lights, a neighbour from allowing to remain on 
his own land a building, or increase of building, which 
interferes with the lights, has always been exercised with 
extreme caution. The enjoyment of property in or out 
of land is naturally in conflict with the improvement of 
conterminous land; and not only with the improvement 
of conterminous land, but with the advance of commerce 
carried on through use of land. When this conflict arises 
on so large a scale as directly to affect the public, the Legis- 
lature gives powers to commerce, and, at the same time, pro- 
vides means for satisfying landownership, by conferring 
upon it a right of easements and compensation, or of 
sale, as a remedy to counteract the inconvenience and 
injury legalised for the public benefit. If the object of 





the aggression has not so wide a scope as to be considered 
worthy of or fit for a grant of statutory power, a court of 
law is the resort for damages. But as the action for 
damages is liable to be repeated so long as the cause of 
damage continues, and damages are not equitably suffi- 
cient where one has a right to the specific enjoyment of 
property, the mandatory or preventive jurisdiction of 
Chancery, according to the circumstances, is available if 
there is danger of the virtual deprivation of such enjoy- 
ment. From Isenberg v. The East India House Estate 
Company, 12 W. R. 450, which is the previous case above 
referred to, there may be deduced, as to mandatory in- 
junction, the rule that where, beyond all question, the 
whole of the injury sustained or likely to be sustained by 
the plaintiff, the whole of the prejudice and damage (if 
any) done to the plaintiff’s premises by the erection of 
the defendant’s building, may be abundantly compensated 
in money, a mandatory injunction will not be granted; 
but that such an injunction will be confined to cases 
where the injury done to the plaintiff cannot be esti- 
mated and sufficiently compensated by pecuniary 
payment. The Lord Chancellor there put, as an 
instance where the only effectual remedy would 
be the compelling a defendant to pull down a new erec- 
tion, and restore things to their former state, the case of 
an interruption of a supply of water to a flourishing 
manufactory, which would so interfere with the trade 
carried on there as to render it difficult to define what 
sum of money would be an adequate compensation for 
the injury done. In Jsenberg’s case the defendants had 
carried up their new building, opposite the plaintiff's 
house, fifteen feet higher than the East India House had 
been. The Master of the Rolls, who originally heard the 
cause, satisfied himself, by inspection, that there was 
injury, and granted a mandatory injunction; but the 
Lord Chancellor, on the ground that the case was one for 
damages, suspended the order, and directed an inquiry to 
assess them, with power to cause any works to be done 
by the defendants on the plaintiff’s premises for his 
benefit. It is not easy, in view of the principal case, 
to point out any specific difference, as regards the amount 
or species of the injury, between the mandatory and the 
preventive jurisdiction. In those respects the question 
seems to be one of degree. 

In the principal case, the injunction was prayed to 
restrain the defendant from erecting, or continuing to 
erect, a wall higher than the old buildings had been, so as 
to darken the window of a room called a counting-house, 
at the back of the shop, which the plaintiff, a grocer, 
kept in Cockspur-street. The principle of equity which 
we may gather from the Lord Chancellor’s judgment to 
be applicable to such a case is, that where the obstruction 
of a manufactory or of business premises renders the build- 
ings to a material extent less suitable for the business 
carried on in them, it is a case for an injunction, and not 
merely for compensation in damages. The foundation of the 
jurisdiction is such an injury to property as renders it.in 
& material degree unsuitable for the purposes to which it 
is applied at the time of the injury, or which lessens con- 
siderably the enjoyment which the owner then has of it. 
The Lord Chancellor likened this principle tothe principle 
applicable in the case of a dwelling-house—that the Court 
would interfere where the comfort of those who dwelt in 
the house was materially injured. Considered in relation to 
the principle thus applicable to places of business, the 
facts, according to the Lord Chancellor’s examination of 
the shop and counting-house, were, that the counting- 
house was a very small room with a low ceiling, and 
having, at a height of five or six feet from the floor, a 
narrow window to the south-east, coming up to the 
ceiling, and running the whole length of the room. 
It was a counting-house only so far as it had a desk 
brought to a proper height at the window by a raised floor, 
and the books were kept on the desk, but the nature of 
the business required the room to be only occasionally 
used, Previously to the erection of the houses forming 
part of the terrace where the wall was being built, the 
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prospect was open. It still remained open to the south- 
east, The proposed buildings would in some degree inter- 
fere with the access of light and air, but would leave 
an abundance of light for the ordinary operations at pre- 
sent carried on in the counting-house. This the Lord 
Chancellor, reversing the decision of the Master of the 
Rolls, who had also inspected the premises, did not con- 
sider to be a case requiring an injunction, but one which 
might be fully redressed by damages. 

So far the case is not new in principle, although it 
is strongly illustrative of a reluctance to apply old prin- 
ciples in such a manner as to keep unnecessarily wide 
the separation between law and eqnity. With the cases 
of Isenberg and Jackson before him, the practitioner will 
be cautious how he relies on the peculiar jurisdiction of 
the Court of Chancery to restrain, on his client’s applica- 
tion, the beneficial enjoyment by a neighbour of his own 
property. He will be doubly cautious how he relies on 
notice or remonstrance to the neighbour, as a ground for 
obtaining a mandatory injunction after an obstructive 
building shall have been actually raised. Damages the 
client will get. The Legislature having, in this respect, 
likened the equity to the common law jurisdiction, the 
Court may feel called upon to do the same, and to do no 
more, It is a subject of serious consideration whether 
henceforth the principle of equitable relief, where it used 
to be injunction, will not, except in rare cases, be com- 
pensation. Much learned commentary, in relation to old 
equity jurisdiction and authorities, appeared on the deci- 
sion, in appeal, of Jsenberg’s case; but practical sagacity 
will associate that decision with present Legislative 
policy, and, meaning no disrespect, the present constitu- 
tion of the Chancery bench. 

In a recent case, however, of Jefferey v. The New City 
Club Company, Vice Chancellor Wood granted a preven- 
tive injunction on the ground that, although damages 
might be a sufficient compensation, the plaintiff was not 
compellable to accept them, where there was material 
interference with his use of her house. 

In addition, the present case presented a novelty in 
principle. The property was “a small grocer’s shop,” on 
a valuable site. Looking to the plaintiff’s house as it 
now was, and to the use which was now made of it, and 
not taking into account any future change, or different 
use of the premises, the Lord Chancellor said he was driven 
to the conclusion that the new buildings would not mate- 
rially injure the comfort of those who dwelt in the house, 
or render it, for the business which was now carried on 
in it, less suitable to such a material extent as to require 
the interference of the Court by injunction. But it was 
quite possible that premises in that situation might here- 
after be applied to another purpose, and made applicable 
to a different business, in which the proposed abridgment 
of light and air would operate most materially to the 
prejudice of the owner, and might interfere to a consider- 
able degree with their valuable application and adapta- 
tion. The Lord Chancellor, therefore, had to determine 
whether he could interfere, when the injunction would 
be founded upon an injury which, having regard to a 
possible future destination of the premises, might mate- 
rially affect their value. Leave was accordingly given to 
the plaintiff's counsel to try to be more successful than 
the Lord Chancellor himself, as he said, had been in 
finding any authority which would warrant the Court in 
iooking to the possible future use that might be made of 
the premises, Counsel some days afterwards stated that 
he could find no such authority. It is difficult to con- 
ceive that an injunction could be granted in respect of 
possible future use, unless if were granted in every 
case of obstruction to the access of light—for it would 
always be possible to put the tenement to some use of 
business, or even of amusement, which would require all 
the light which can penetrate our northern sky, particu- 
larly in the ordinary state of a London atmosphere. The 
possibility, too, would require to be extended to the right 
of support, and all other rights of dominant tenements. 
In the course of the judgment, a practice of the Master 








of the Rolls, which at first sight is meritorious, was anim- 
adverted on by the Lord Chancellor. Both in the principal 
case, and in Jsenberg’s, his Honour had inspected the 
plaintiff’s premises. In the former, the Lord Chancellor 
himself, that he might not be under disadvantage, did 
the like; nevertheless he objected, saying, “A judge is 
bound to pronounce his decision‘according to the evidence 
before him; but his inspection of the premises may bring 
him to a conclusion directly opposite to that which is 
established by the evidence, and the order then will, er 
facie, proceed upon evidence which, according to the 
weight of it, would warrant and require a different con- 
clusion from that which is embodied in the order.” In- 
spection by the judge has probably been connected with 
the idea that where there is no jury the judge acts asa 
jury. The truth of this idea is questionable, if regard be 
had to the language of the Chancery Amendment Act, 
1858, which is, that the Court may cause any question of 
fact “to be tried before the Court itself without a jury.” 
The Act does not say “instead of a jury.” But it does 
not appear that an inspection would necessarily be mixed 
up with the evidence. That objection would equally 
apply to the view by a jury under the old practice at 
common law, or under the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854, or, in fact, under the jury powers conferred by the 
8rd section of the Chancery Amendment Act. The object 


of the jury view is, that the evidence in court may be © 


understood. So far, there seems to be no reason why a 
judge taking a view might not place himself in the 
position of a common law jury, which is always pro- 
hibited from receiving evidence at the time of the view. 
But, beyond the question of evidence, there accrues to 
the administration of ‘justice an inequality from inspec- 
tion by an equity judge. Such inspection is not, and 
could not be, universal; nor is it applied for and granted 
according to any settled practice, as the common law 
jury view is. If the view by a judge be in its nature 
advantageous to the administration of justice, every 
party coming before the Court, in any case where a view 
is applicable, ought to have the means of obtaining it, or 
of receiving from the Court a sufficient reason for its 
denial. In the present state, therefore, of the equity 
practice, there is ground for maintaining that the Lord 
Chancellor’s remarks on this point, whether beneficial or 
not in particular cases, will promote fairness to suitors 
in general. 


COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBuRN.) 


Aug. 12.—Jn re J. Leigh.—The bankrapt, Mr, John Leigh, 
formerly a magistrate at the Worship-street police-court, came 
up for examination. Ife was described in the proceedings 
against him as of 146, Brompton-road, barrister-at-law. 

A statement of the bankrupt’s accounts, by Messrs. Johnstone 
& Co. shows the following figures:—Creditors unsecured, 
£28,561; ditto holding security, £423; liabilities, £1,527; 
property given up to assignees, £936; and property in the hands 
of creditors, £223. 

Mr. Barber appeared on behalf of the assignees; Mr. pre oe 
opposed for creditors; Mr. Harvie Linklater suppo the 
bankrupt. 

In answer to Mr. Sargood, the bankrupt stated that the claims 
of Mr. Everett, the petitioning creditor, and of Mr. E. R. Daunt, 
arose out of dealings in sharcs and stock-broking transactions, 
mere speculations and not actual investments. In December, 
1862, he (the bankrupt) had executed a decd of arrangement 
with his creditors. The present statement of accounts included 
thirteen new creditors, representing a total of £5,806, whose 
names did not appear in the former schedule. Every item was 
capable of explanation. 

Mr. Sargood.—I do not desire to harass the bankrupt by any 
further examination. My clients are content to deliver requi- 
sitions to him, 

Mr. Harvie Linklater—As representing the bankrupt, I am 
bound to say that, though he has been unfortunate, he is able to 
explain every circumstance in connection with his bankruptey, 
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His Honour then adjourned the further hearing, and gave 
the opposing creditors leave to tender requisitions to the bank- 
rupt touching any matter upon which they might desire further 
information. 


Aug. 15.—In re G. H. Purrell.—The bankrupt was a 
currier, of High-street, King's Lynn, and applied for an order 
of discharge upon accounts showing a surplus of £579 6s. 10d., 
after paying all his creditors in full. « 

Mr. Clowes (Clowes & Hickley) appeared for the creditors’ 
assignee, the largest trade creditor, and did not oppose; Mr. 
Doyle supported. 

His Honour granted an immediate discharge, and, upon the 
application of Mr, Doyle, allowed the bankrupt the expenses of 
the order of discharge out of the estate. 

At the rising of the Court, 

His Honour, addressing Mr. Bagley, desired to express his 
sense of the obligations he was under to the bar for the uniform 
courtesy he had experienced, and the assistance he had derived 
from being associated with gentlemen who conducted their 
business with so much good feeling and propriety. 

Mr. Bagley.— The duties which your Honour has performed 
within the last six weeks have been most arduous, and on behalf 
of my learned brethren I beg to thank you for the uniform 
kindness and consideration with which we have been treated by 
your Honour. 

The Court then adjourned. 

WORSHIP-STREET POLICE COURT. 

Aug. 12.——Thomas Imbert, and sixteen others, were sum- 
moned at the instance of Mr. Alfred Hamilton, barrister and 
deputy-lientenant of Essex, and Mrs. Adelaide Hamilton, his 
wife, to show cause why warrants of ejectment should not be 
issued against them, under the Small Tenements Act, to expel 
them from certain premises they held, the property of the com- 
plainants. 

Mr. Besley, the barrister, instructed by Messrs, Davidson, 
Carr, and Bannister, of Basinghall-street, appeared for the com- 
plainants, 

Mr. Besley said that in 1806 or 1808 a Mr. Black purchased 
part of the estate of 2 nobleman, sold under an order in Chan- 
cery. Mrs. Hamilton was one of Mr. Black’sco-heiresses, and 
on the partition of the property, about twenty houses in Hunt- 
street and Hunt-court, Mile-end, were included in her share. 
In 1863, two elderly women, named Apple and Ireland, without 
the slightest ground that he could discover, laid claim to this 
property as rightful owners, A Mr. Richards, as their agent, 
pulled down and destroyed part of the fences, for which he was 
twice punished by this Court. The complainants were then 
compelled, in support of their rights, to bring an action against 
the wrongful claimants, and go through a formal proof of their 
whole title, when they recovered judgment for as much damages 
as would carry costs. The tenants, however, took advantage 
of these circumstances to refuse to pay any rent, and it was 
compulsory, therefore, to expel them by warrants or orders from 
the magistrate. ‘ 

After formal proofs of the facts and notices had been given, 
one of the defendants said he was quite willing to pay, and 
always had been, but rent was demanded of him by two sets of 
persons, and, as he could not pay either with safety, he pro- 
tected himself by refusing them both. 

Orders were at once granted against all the defendants for 
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Besley gave public warning that instant proceedings would be 
taken for the punishment of persons guilty of similar conduct 


in future, 
CHESTER CIRCUIT. 
CHESTER. 
Crvi. Cournt.—(Before hone oe Jastice Exe and a Special 
ury. 


Aug. 11.—Bentley v. Mostyn and Another.—This case occu- 
pied the attention of the Court during the whole day. It was 
an action against the owner of an estate called Llewesog, in the 
county of Denbigh, and his solicitor, for misrepresentation as 
to the acreage of the estate over which they advertised the 
shooting, and also for a false description of the quality of the 
shooting. “The defendants described the shooting as “ magnifi- 
cent,” and the extent of it as upwards of 7,000 acres. These 
were not, in fact, more than 4,000 acres, and game of all de- 
scriptions was scarce. 

Mr. M‘Intyre and Mr. M. Lloyd were for the plaintiff, and 
Mr. Grove, Q.C., and Mr. Beavan for the defendants. 

It appeared in the course of the case that Mr. Mostyn, the 





' them unopened, whereupon the defendant wrote on the 


owner, knew nothing of tlie representations that had been made 
and that Mr. Wynn Edwards, the solicitor in question, believed 
sneh representations to be true. 

The Lorp Curser Jostice told the jury that if they were 
satisfied that the representation had been made, that it was in 
fact false to the knowledge of the defendants, and that it in- 
duced the plaintiff to take the shooting, they should find for the 
plaintiff. 

The jury, after a short absence from court, found a verdiet 


for the defendants, ——- 
NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 
LIvERPOOL. 
(Before Mr, Baron Pigott and a Common Jury.) 

Aug. 15.— Godfrey v. Tyrer.—Mr. Brett, Q.C., and Mr. 
Leofric Temple were for the plaintiff; and the rare 
General of the County Palatine (Mr. James, Q.C.), Mr. 
Mellish, Q.C., and Mr, Crompton Hutton, for the defendant. 

This was an action for libel. . 

The plaintiff and defendant are attorneys in Liverpool. 
The plaintiff Godfrey has been trustee of a settlement of 
£1,000 made upon Mrs. Cookson by # person of the name of 
Ormanby, in conjunction with a Mr. Okeli, who had become 
dissatisfied, on the appeal of the Cooksons, with the plaintiff’s 
conduct in the trust, He charged them with a sum 
of £42 in the matters in which he was acting as trustee, 
had sold the property at Hoyloake to Cookson, and retaining 
a mortgage on it, had paid himself out of the trust fands, 
besides sweeping off their goods under a biil of sale on the 8th 
of April. Mr. Okell, therefore, employed Mr. Tyrer, the 
defendant, to institute proceedings in Chancery to obtain an 
account of the items constituting Godfrey’s bill of costs 
the Cooksons, and have it taxed, and to remove him 
trust, the first suit being abandoned upon the 
Cookson, the latter being in progress still. In order to 
out the instructions of Okell, letters passed between 
dant and plaintiff, passages from which being 
the circumstances to be related presently, constituted the 
alleged libel. The passages complained of were as follows:— 
“T repeat, while negotiations were going forward to refer to 
your account and remove you from a self-assumed trust, your 
seizing the effects of these poor Cooksons, and so ruining their 
credit, was most heartless and cruel, considering the terms of 
intimacy ‘ yours faithfully, John Godfrey,’ to have 
been on with Mrs. Cookson. I am actuated by a desire to 
plaee these poor people and their accounts with you on a 
right footing, to invest their trust m in the hands of 
trustees, who will not charge them exorbitant and usurious 
interest for loans, and on being asked for accounts put bailiffs 
in possession of their beds and bedding, and try to stop the 
man carrying on his occupation, and laying an embargo on 
his horses and carts. I am proceeding with a petition to tax 
your bills, and instructions for bill to remove you from the 
trust. The petitions to tax your bills and take your acconnts 
go up to-night.” ‘These passages were subsequently sent to a 
printer by Mr. Tyrer to be printed, as he stated, for the par- 
pose of being used in the proceedings in Chancery, 
to the ordinary practice of printing correspondence for the 
convenience of counsel and the Court; but on the suit being 
abandoned, the type was broken up three weeks afterwards, 
two proofs only having been struck off, one of which was 
retained by the printer, and the other sent to the plaintiff, and 
by him enclosed to the Cooksons, There it was seized by the 
officers with the furniture under the bill of sale, and the 


as supporting the action for libel. It spouet that early in 
the interchange of letters between the plaintiff and defendant, 
the former refused to read Mr. Tyrer’s letters, and teturned 
of an envelope, which he sent through the post, that he 
print the letters and correspondence in the newspapers 
plaintiff returned them unopened, and it was put by the 
tiffs counsel that the subsequent printing of the letter 
mode of carrying out this threat. There was sw 
proceeding in the Bankruptcy Court upon & 6 
raptey, in the course of which Mr. Godfrey underwent 
nation at the hands of Mr. Tyrer, and on that 
during and subsequent to the examination, it 
Mr. Tyrer and his elerk that Godfrey 
the printed letter and said, “ I'll make 
assizes,” Mr. Godfrey swore that, in 
said, “ Yes, I did print aad publish it, and Pil 
but this was positively denied both 
and they were corroborated in that by an officer 
raptcy Court, 


Fel 


fi 
Hid : 


& 
¥ 


eRese 
PES EE 
rnfy 





_THE SOLICITORS’ J OURNAL & REPORTER. Aug. 20, 1864, 





838 





The Attorney-General contended that it would be difficult 
in this case for the defendant to be a libeller, and that in point 
of Jaw even he was not so, for the letter was printed for the 
necessary purpose of the suit, and used within its legitimate 
sphere only. The defendant had undertaken the case of the 
Cooksons, and written the passages complained of under 
circumstances under which it would have argued ill for 
any attorney that he did not show the ordinary feelings of a 


man. 

The plaintiff's counsel replied. 

His Lorpsuip, in summing up, left it to the jury to deter- 
mine whether the passages were a libel—that is, whether they 
were defamatory and published; and next, whether they were 
published in the course of a legal proceeding, and without 
malice, so as to be privileged; and the jury finding the latter 
question in the affirmative, a verdict was entered for the 
defendant. 





WESTERN CIRCUIT. 
Bristot. 
(Before Mr, Justice Byxxs and a Special Jury.) 

Aug. 15.—Jenkins and Others, Executors, v. The Bristol and 
Exeter Railway Company. 

Mr. Karslake, Q.C., Mr. Prideaux and Mr. Speke, were 
counsel for the plaintiffs; and Mr. M. Smith, Q.C., Mr. Cole- 
ridge, Q.C., and Mr. Stone, for the defendants. 

This was an action brought by the executors of Mr, John 
Ayre, deceased, late an attorney, practising at Bristol, for com- 
pensation under Lord Campbell's Act. 

The declaration stated that the defendants were carriers of 
passengers from Bristol to Weston-super-Mare, and undertook 
to convey John Ayre safely from Bristol to Weston-super-Mare, 
but that they neglected their duty, and didnot convey himsafely, 
but that he sustained divers wounds and bruises of which he died 
within ayear and a day, and the plaintiffs, as executors of the de- 
ceased, claimed damages to the amount of £10,000, The defen- 
dants pleaded “ Not Guilty.” 

Mr. Karslake said the late John Ayre died in August, 1863, 
in consequence of injuries he had sustained through an acci- 
dent on this railway, ou the 4th of July, 1863. He had been 
informed, since he came into court, that an arrangement had 
been come to between the parties, by which it had been agreed 
that £2,000 should be paid; but the opinion of the jury was to 
be taken as to the apportionment of this sum among the family 
of the deceased, consisting of his father, his widow, and his 
eight children. The father had a pecuniary interest, because 
the deceased had granted an annuity of £65 to his father, and 
he was to have had 5s.a week more. The deceased had been 
making an income of upwards of £1,000 a year, which had been 
lost to his family by his death. 

Mr, Smith said that he, on the part of the company, could 
not take any part in this discussion. ‘The company had denied 
that they had been guilty of any negligence, but, to prevent 
any further litigation, they had consented to a verdict for 
£2,000. 

Mr. Justice Bytes having summed up, 

The jury decided that the £2,000 should be apportioned in 
the following manner:—£1,000 to the widow, £200 to the 
eldest son, and £800 among the other seven children in equal 
proportions; nothing to the father. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


FRravDULENT SERVICE oF Noricr. 

Sir,—I beg to draw the attention of the profession, through 
the medium of your influential journal, to the following cir- 
cumstances, as illustrating the very imperfect machinery pos- 
sessed by the Common Law Courts for preventing a defendant, 
who has been arrested under a capias to hold to bail, from 
fraudulently obtaining his discharge out of custody, 

A few months since, Mr. A., a native of Holland, sold aship 
to a Mr. B., who paid a portion of the purchase-money down, 
and gave a mortgage upon the vessel (the form of which is not 
material) for the residue, the principal and interest being 
payable by yearly instalments. 

Mr, B. failed in his payments, was absent from Holland with 
the mortgaged ship, and both, in the month of November last, 
arrived in this country. On Mr. A. ascertaining this fact, he 
came to London, and was advised he could not arrest the vessel 
by means of Admiralty process, the ship and all parties con- 
cerned being foreign, but upon consulting me, it was decided 
to commence an action in the Court of Common Pleas and 








apply for a capias to hold the defendant to bail for the amount 
of principal and interest due, and the defendant was ordered to 
be held to bail for upwards of £400, arrested the same day 
and lodged in Whitecross-street prison. 

A highly respectable solicitor appeared for the defendant in 
the action, and proceedings went on for some time, until the 
plaintiff returned to his own country, when an order was made 
for him to give security for costs. ‘The defendant never put in 
bail but remained in prison for nearly three months. After 
this I was informed by the parties by whom I was instructed 
on the plaintifi’s behalf, that the defendant had obtained his 
discharge from custody, and had been in Holland for a week, 
I was greatly surprised at this information, as I had not received 
any notice of an application for putting in bail, or to di 
the defendant from custody, and on making inquiries at White- 
cross-street prison I found he had applied in person for his 
discharge and had given bail. 

On searching at the proper office, I found there filed an 
affidavit, stating that the deponent did, on a certain day, 
before eleven a.m., serve my clerk with a copy of the notice 
of bail annexed, at my office; and another affidavit stating 
that the deponent did attend at the Judges’ Chambers, in con- 
formity to the notice of bail, but that no one attended to 
oppose; and also a rule allowing the bail. 

No notice whatever was left with my clerk, as stated in the 
first-mentioned affidavit—such affidavit is altogether untrue; 
and, of course, I did not attend to oppose, as I knew nothing 
whatever of the application. The result of this proceeding is 
most disastrous to the plaintiff, who had lent the savings of a 
long seafaring life to the defendant, which are now entirely 
lost. The gentlemen who instructed me declined to take any 
further proceedings in the matter, as they considered the bail 
not substantial, and, of course, had the notice of putting in 
bail been served upon me, I should have taken steps to show 
their insufficiency. 

I have since been informed that this proceeding for obtaining 
a defendant's discharge is not an uncommon occurrence. The 
plan adopted is this—before the notice of putting in bail is 
served, a person in the secret goes to the office of the plaintiff's 
attorney, and waits about, probably outside; the person who 
serves the notice may be either a confederate or an inno. 
cent party. He inquires of the person who he sees waiting if 
he is a clerk to Mr. So-and-So, the plaintiff's attorney? The 
reply is “ Yes.” The notice is then served, and an affidavit of 
service, in the usual form, made. 

An eminent city firm of solicitors have, within the last 
month, also had a case where a similar experiment was suc- 
cessful, which had the eflect of discharging the defendants in 
two actions from custody, who had been arrested for upwards 
of £3,000 each. 

What then is the remedy for such gross cases of perjury and 
fraud? Every attorney who arrests a defendant by capias to 
hold to bail, is liable to have the same experiment successfully 
practised upon him, and the consequences may be most disas- 
trous, while the utmost vigilance will fail to prevent its suc- 
cess. I would suggest that in cases of bail being put in in 
person, a letter should be written to the plaintiff's attorney by 
the judge's clerk (to whom application is made to discharge 
the defendant), informing him of the application made, and if 
no reply is received within two days, that the defendant should 
be discharged upon justification of bail. It may be said thata 
summons to discharge the defendant would answer the pur- 
pose; but this, I submit, would not do, as a false affidavit of 
service of the summons would be as easily made as a false 
affidavit of service of the application to put in bail. 

As the practice at present stands, the facilities for a defendant 
being fraudulently discharged are so great that a plaintiff may 
fancy he has his debtor secure at the so-called “ Constables’ 
Hotel, Cripplegate,” while he is in reality enjoying himself 
amongst the gaieties of Paris, or speculating in the gambling- 
houses of the German Spas. A Ciry ATrorney. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Joun Dickenson Hotmes, of Barnard Castle, in the county 
of Durham, Gentleman, to be a commissioner to administer 
oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 

' AnrHony Buck Creexeg, of Burnley, in the county of Lan- 
caster, gentleman, to be a commissioner to administer oaths in 
the High Court of Chancery, 

MatrHew Rem S#arman, of Wellingborough, in the 








county of Northampton, gentleman, to be a commissioner to 
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administer oaths in the High Court of Chancery, also in 
Common Law, in the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, 
and Exchequer, for the counties of Northampton, Bedford, 
Leicester, Huntingdon, and Buckingham, and for the county of 
the town of Leicester. 

Wit1t1aM CHampain Hatt, of No. 49, Kensington-gardens 
square, Bayswater, and Joun Brappick Moncxton, of No- 
84, Sa eenegee, Bayswater, in and for the 
county of Middlesex, the City of London, and the city and, 
liberties of Westminster; Epwin ALBERY, of Midhurst, Sussex, 
in and for the county of Sussex; ArtuurR Preston, of tlhe 
city ot Norwich, in and for the county of Norfolk, and the 
county of the city of Norwich; Wi111aMm Smirtu, of Stockport, 
Cheshire, in and for the county of Chester; Rosert Lex 
RarneR, of Mirfield, in the West Riding of Yorkshire, in and 
or the said West Riding; and Richarp Francis WHATMAN 
Beate, of Maidstone, in and for the county of Kent, gentle- 
men, to be perpetual commissioners for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of married women. 

Heney T. J. Macnamara, Esq, of the Oxford circuit, to be 
Recorder of Reading, vice Mr. Serjeant Merewether, deceased. 

Jouw APPLETON, of 32, Broad-street-buildings, in the city 
of London, gentleman, to be a commissioner for taking oaths 
in the superior Courts of Common Law at Westminster. 

Witt1am Wirxinson, of Morpeth, in the county of Nor- 
thumberland, gentleman, to be a tual commissioner for 
taking the acknowledgments of married women, in and for the 
county of Northumberland. 





TRELAND. 


(Before the Hon. Justice Curist1an, at Chambers.) 
Avg. 9.—Rosenthal v. Chaytor—Mr. P. J. M'Kenna 
moved, on behalf of the defendant, that he be discharged from 
custody, on the grounds of privilege, and of an illegal arrest. 
The defendant was an officer stationed with his regiment at 
Newbridge. On the 6th of July last he was orderly officer for 
the day, and in that capacity had certain duties to look after 
at the barracks. About twelve o'clock he was arrested by the 
sheriff, at the suit of the plaintiff, for a sum of £90, but he was 
allowed to go to the barracks for the purpose of discharging his 
duties there, accompanied by two bailiffs, upon his making a 
promise that he would subsequently return into the custody of 
the sheriff again. He left the bailiffs to look after the barrack 
stables. He submitted that the custody from which it was 
sought to release the defendant was illegal on the facts. The 
defendant having been allowed out of the custody of the bailiffs, 
there was an escape, and there was no authority to detain him 
in custody afterwards, although he did in fact return to the 
bailiffs as he promised to do. Counsel submitted authorities 
to show that there had been an escape under the circumstances, 

Mr. Dowse, Q.C., on behalf of the plaintiff, opposed the 
motion, and submitted that the defendant was estopped from 
making the present application by the promise which he made 
to the bailiffs. Neither was there any voluntary escape. The 
affidavit stated that after the bailiffs first parted from Mr. 
Chaytor, another officer came to them, while they were in the 
barracks, and required to know their business. One of them 
said they were waiting for the defendant, upon which the officer 
said they should wait outside the barracks, and they were 
obliged to do so. 

Judge Curistian said, in his opinion, as between the defen- 
dant and the sheriff, there was no interruption of the legal cus- 
tody which the sheriff had of the defendant at the commence- 
ment. If the sheriff had voluntarily allowed the defendant to 
withdraw from his custody, the writ would have been spent, and 
there would have been no authority to hold the defendant in 
custody under it afterwards. But it was competent for parties 
in the position of the defendant to contract themselves out of 
any right to rely upon an escape, which was what had taken 
place in the t instance. The defendant made a promise 
toreturn to the bailiffs, and did so. That had the effect of 
prolonging the legal custody. He would not make a decision 
which would have the effect of preventing parties under similar 
circumstances from availing themselves of a similar indulgence 
from bailiffs. He was of opinion there had been no escape, 
The motion should be refused. 





Wesr Inpran Incumperep Estares Acts.—The Legisla- 
ture of the colony of Antigua have adopted the above Acts, and 
passed the usual loeal Act for carrying the same into execution. 


M. Carnot, en 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE, 

The trial of MM. Carnot, Garnier-Pagts, Dréo, Hérold, 
Ferry, and Clamageran, advocates of Paris, M. Melsheim, 
avoué, and M. Bory, advocate at Marseilles, and others, to the 
number of thirteen, came on on the 6th instant, before the 
Sixth Chamber of the Correctional Tribunal of the Seine, 

The following are the articles of the Penal Code under 
which they are indicted :-— 

“ Art. 291. No association of more than twenty persons, of 
which the object is to assemble every day, or on certain fixed 
days, to occupy themselves with religious, literary, political, 
or other subjects, can be formed except with the assent of the 
Government, and on the conditions which it shall please the 
Government to impose on the association. The dwell- 
ing in the house where the association assembles are not com- 
prised in the number of persons indicated by the present article. 
—Art. 292. Every association of the nature above-mentioned 
which shall be formed without permission, or which, after 
having obtained permission, shall infringe the conditions im- 
posed on it, shall be dissolved. The chiefs, directors, or 
administrators of the association shall, moreover, be punished 
by a fine of from 16f. to 200f.” 

The articles of the law of the 11th of April, 1834, referred to 
are these:— 

“ Art. 1. The terms of the Art. 291 of the Penal Code are 
applicable to associations of more than twenty persons, even 
should these associations be divided into sections of a less 
number, and that they should not meet every day, or on fixed 
days. The permission given by the May at any 
time be withdrawn.—Art. 2. Whoever forms part of an associa- 
tion not authorised shall be punished by imprisonment of from 
two months to one year, and a fine of from 50f. to 1,000f. In 
case of a ition of the offence the ties shall be doubled. 
The iudividual convicted may in the latter case be placed 
under the supervision of the high police during a time which 
shall not exceed double the mazimum of the penalty.—Art. 463 
of the Penal Code may be applied in every case,” 

M. Garnier-Pagés, when called upon for examination, and 
tered the following protest :-— 

“ We, the undersigned members of the Legislative Chamber, 
from respect for universal suffrage, the expression of the sove- 
reignty of the people; from respect for the rights of the electors 
who have chosen us as representatives of the nation ; from respect 
for the rights of the Assembly, one of the powers of the State, 
consider it our duty to against the seizure of our papers, 
letters, circulars, list of electors, — and documents of 
every description relating to our election, which has been un- 
opposed and approved unanimously by the Legislative Chamber, 
The law has proclaimed the secrecy of votes as a sacred prin- 
ciple which is not to be disturbed. Is it not a violation of the 
law to ransack papers in order to discover which way ‘the 
electors have voted? In presence of an official candidate, 
supported by the Administration, there would be no other 
possible if the day after tho election the Government thought 
it had the power to commence a prosecution when it was 
clear that there was not the slightest presumption of fraud or 
corruption.” 

The President said that M. Garnier-Pagés and the other 
accused were before him for a misdemeanour defined by law, 
and that the Court could take cognizance of that matter only. 

M. Garnier-Pagés said that the police broke the locks of 
his desks and tables, seized his papers, outraged the - 
tatives of the people, who by the constitution were in ' 
and violated the secrecy of the ballot. The committee, of 
which he was a member, had to look after the elections in 
the de ts, and there was no connection between it and 
the committee of twenty-five. Had it been otherwise, he 
should have said so, for he thought both committees, were 
perfectly legal. It was monstrous that under the régime of 
universal suffrage thirteen or fifteen electors could not meet 
for the purpose of communicating with their candidates. He 
was ready to give his blood for the triumph of 
ciples, was sixtyenine years old. He had 
honour to govern France, and he, the most moderate of men, 
who had been subjected to the worst. treatment, who had 
been humiliated by domiciliary visits which 
among his family, how could he help being 
his words? He then read the circular letter 
mittee to show the object it had in view. 
tention of saying anything disrespectful 
Advocate; but he found it difficult to 
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he recollected what had occurred in his house; when he 
recollected how his private papers, the very letters that 
passed between his wife and his daughter, were ransacked, 
taken off, and read by the police. The committee had 
nothing to do with the candidates. Its object was to give 
information to those who asked for it, and he again denied 
that there was any connection between it and the committee 
of twenty-five. 

M. Carnot gave the same explanations touching the absence 
of all connection between the committees. He had only occu- 
pied himself with the composition of the consulting committee 
of fifteen. He also protested against the seizure of private 
papers at his house. He had been a member of many societies 
and committees, and yet under no Government, not even under 
the Restoration, had such an outrage ever been attempted. 

M., Berryer, counsel for M. Ferry, expressed his astonish- 
ment that in an indictment for belonging to an unauthorised 
association of twenty persons there were only thirteen persons 
included. 

M. Jules Favre, for M. Garnier-Pages, demanded that the 
points on which the indictment was framed should be set forth 
distinctly. It said nothing of them, and they were quite in 
the dark, In fact, they did not know at that moment what 
they were accused of. 

M. Berryer did not understand what he was called upon to 
do, . He admitted that he himself had corresponded with de- 
partmental committees, excepting perhaps that of Marseilles, 
with whom he differed in opinion when they praised him too 
much. Perbaps he was one of the twenty-one required to com- 
plete the thirteen. 

These words excited general laughter. The president 
Sonnet, and threatened to clear the court if he heard another 

augh. ' 

M. Dréo and all the others complained of the outrage com- 
mitted by the police agents in their seizure of private papers. 

The tial Advocate, M. Malher, in an address which 
lasted more than four hours, defended the indictment against 
the thirteen accused. He supported his arguments by quota- 
tions from the numerous documents and letters found at the 
houses of the accused, and of other persons not incladed in the 
prosecution. To prove the culpability of the accused, the Im- 
perial Advocate explained the origin of the law of 1834. He 

uoted from the speeches of the members of the Chamber ot 

eputies who took part in the debate on that law, as ap- 
plicable to the present occasion, from all which he concluded 
that the association of thirteen members was precisely one of 
those which the law contemplated, 

M. Jules Favre declared that the line of argument used by 
the Imperial Advoeate was the upsetting of all principles. The 
whole of the counsel for the accused protested loudly in the 
same sense, and a great number of the advocates present, but 
not engaged on either side, joined in the. protest against the 
practice of the Imperial Advocate. The indignation was 
pe height, and the court was for some minutes a scene of 


M., Jules Favre, when called on by the Court, said that it 
was impossible for him to begin his defence at that moment. 
The chief reason was that the indictment they had just heard 
opened was completely new to the defendants, Counsel had 
had no time to verify the numerous documents which had 
been read by the official prosecutor; and before he could enter 
on his defence it was absolutely necessary to consult with his 
clients touching these documents. 

‘The President informed the defendants that he meant to 
bring the case to a close the following day. They must there- 
fore arrange accordingly. 

M. Jules Favre replied—* We can enter into no such en- 
gagement, Itis unfortunate ifother affairs are delayed by the 
one before us, but there arepoints which require discussion, and 
these points we cannot dispense with nor elude.” 

The President“ You must understand that all expect that 
justice should not be too slow.” 

M. Jules Favre—* The first necessity for justice is that the 
defence should be ete.” 

The President We have no intention to prevent the defence 
of any éne from being as complete as possible. Weonly ask of 
you to arrange together so as to avoid unnecessary delay.” 

On the next day M. Jules Favre, counsel for M. Garnier- 
Pages, in the course of an el t speech, read a passage 
from the works of Napoleon in which, comparing the 

laws with the French, he remarks that in England 

ity is never violent, and for that reason domiciliary 
visits and the violation of correspondence is not known in that 
conntry. He could not place his cause under better patronage 





than that of Prince Louis Bonaparte, who wrote those 
generous words. It did not become him to inquire how 
such generous maxims have been forgotten. He could not 
believe that it was to arrive at a wretched trial for an legal 
association that this prosecution was commenced. Quite 4 
different result was expected. He would not describe all the 
efforts made to arrive at the figure twenty, which did not 
prevent the prosecutor stopping at number thirteen, which 
is at the same time the satire and the condemaation of his 
impotent accusation. In order to carry out the law of 1834, 
the prosecutor should prove that the association eonsisted of 
twenty-one persons, and he should produce the twenty-one 
before the Court. 

M. Berryer announced that himself and colleagues declincd 
to add anything to the eloquent defence of M. Jules Favre, 

The Court then retired to consider their judgment. 

The defendants were sentenced to a fine of 500f., each, with 
costs. 





IMPERIAL PREROGATIVE, 

A question is now pending before the law courts as to the 
right of the “ Imperial” theatres to break the engagement of 
an artist with a provincial theatre, and appropriate his services . 
A M. Lamy had entered into a contract to act at Marseilles, 
and afterwards engaged to play in the“ Gendre de M. Poirier, 
at the Frangais. The provincial director protested against this 
breach of faith; buf the management of the Frangais claims 
the privilege of enforcing it, and people are curious to know 
whether, in these liberal days, such # privilege will be recog: 
nised. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


Tue Stock ExcHancr anp New Companies. 

It — that a petition is in course of signature in the 
Stock ange, requesting the committee to rescind the reso-' 
lution passed some time ago by that body in restraint of traiis- 
actions in the shares of a new company prior to allotment. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS BEFORE ENTERING INTO ARTi- 
CLES OF CLERKSHIP TO ATTORNEYS AND SoLicirors. 


Pursuant to the judges’ orders, the Preliminary Examina- 
tion in General Knowledge will take place on the 14th and 
15th of February, 1865, and will comprise— 

1. Reading aloud a passage from some English author, 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English grammar. 

4. Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic, A competent knowledge of the first four 
cules, simple and compound, 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History. Questions on English history, 

8. Latin. Elementary knowledge of Latin, 

9. 1. Latin. 2, Greek, modern or ancient. 3. French, 
4, German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian, 

The special examiners have selected the following books, in 
which candidates will be examined in the subjects numbered 
9 at the examination on the 14th and 15th of February, 1865;— 

In Latin.—Livy, book i.; or Virgil, Georgics, book iv. 

In Greek.—Xenophon, Memorabilia. 

In modern Greck,—Bexxapiov, wtp) “Adimnaareay xal Tosvan 
usrappacpévoy &xd thy 'Iradixiy Faaooav, 1—7, both inela- 
sive; or, Bevroris ‘Isropia ris "Ayrepiniisy BiBMor C. 

In French.—Voltaire, Zaire, acts 1, 2, and 3; or, Le Sage, 
Gil Blas, liv. 3 and 4. , 

In German.—Schiller’s Wallenstein’s Tod, acts.4 and 5; or 


leans Fabeln, |, 2, and 3 buch. 

In :Spanish.—Cervantes, Don Quixote, capit. i.—xv. both 

nig or, Leandro Fernandez de Moratin, El Si de las 
inas. 

In Ktalian—Manzoni’s Promessi Sposi, cap. i—viii. both 
inclusive; or, Torquato Tasso’s La Gerusalemme, 4, 5, and 6 
cantos, wild 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candidate 
will be examined in one language only, according to his selec- 


tion. 
Candidates will have the choice of either of the above 
tioned works. 
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The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
following towns:—Birmingham, Brighton, Bristol, Cambridge, 
Cardiff, Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, Exeter, Lan- 
easter, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Maidstone, Manchester, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, Salisbury, Shrewsbury, 
Swansea, Worcester, York. 

Candidates are required by the judges’ orders to give one 
calendar month’s notice to the In rated Law Society, 
before the day appointed for the examination, of the language 
in which they propose to be examined, the place at which they 
wish to be examined, and their age and place of education. 
All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of the 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 








Lorp Kgenron.—Lord Kenyon has left a great and well- 
earned name; yet he indulged many peculiarities. His fond- 
ness for introducing supposed quotations from the classics, 
ludicrously misunderstood, was so inveterate as to provoke the 
rebuke of George III—*“ Pray, my lord, keep to your good 
law, and give us no more of your bad latin.” In the amusing 
miscellany entitled Westminster Hall, he is represented as ad- 
dressing the jury—“ Having thus discharged your consciences, 
gentlemen, you may retire to your homes in peace, with the 
delightful consciousness of having performed your duties well, 
and may lay your heads on your pillows, and say‘ Aut Cesar aut 
nullus,’” % Coleridge’s “ Table Talk” he is stated to have 
said—“ Above all, gentlemen, need I name to you the Emperor 
Julian, who was so celebrated for the practice of every Chris- 
tian virtue, that he was called Julian the Apostle.”—Fraser’s 
Magazine, 


Law Sratistics.—In the year 1863 100,042 actions were 
commenced by writ of summons in the superior courts of com- 
mon law, a number slightly below the average. In 608 other 
cases actions were allowed to be commenced by writ of capias 
ad respondendum, Compared with these numbers the 
causes that went to trial were very few. According to the 
returns made by the officers of the courts, 1,162 causes were 
tried in London and Middlesex, and 1,038 causes were tried 
at the assizes, numbers differing very little from the average. 
In the former class of causes the plaintiff had a verdict in 816 
cases (but in ten of them subject to a special case), and 52 
were referred in court. At the assizes the plaintiff had a ver- 
dict in 660 cases (in 21 subject to a special case), and 93 were 
referred in court. The sums recovered by verdict amounted to 
£262,937. Execution was issued in 23,752 cases—a number 
below the average—including, of course, cases in which the 
defendant did not put the plaintiff to a trial, but acknowledged 
the claim. 


A Hunprep Years Aco.—The Quebee Gazelte has pre- 
sented its readers with a curious document—a fac simile of its 
first number, which was issued on the 21st of June, 1764, 
Under French rule no printing press had been allowed in 
Canada, and it is believed that this first number of the Quebec 
Gazette was not only the first newspaper, but actually the first 
thing ever printed in Canada. It opens with an address from 
the printers to the public, stating that “ during the season of 
navigation they shall supply their readers with much British 
and foreign intelligence;” but “ the rigour of winter preventing 
the arrival of ships from Europe, and in a great measure inter- 
rupting the ordinary intercourse with the southern provinces,” 
it would be necessary during that season to present “ such ori- 
ginals, both in prose and verse, as will please the fancy or in- 
struct the judgment.’’ The news from Europe was brought 
down to the 11th of April; the last despatch from “the 
southern provinces” was dated New York, the 7th of May, 
forty-five days old. A paragraph, headed “ London, March 
10th,” states that “a scheme of taxation of our American 
colonies is said to have been for some time in agitation, and 
that it had been previously debated in the Parliament whether 
they had power to lay a tax on colonies which had no repre- 
sentative in Parliament, and determined in the affirmative.” 
Tt adds, “that on the 5th of March Mr. —— made a long 
harangue on the melancholy state of the nation, overloaded 
with wo | taxes and a debt of £147,000,000, £25,000,000 of 
which had arisen in the last four years; that, by a computation 
which he laid before the House, £360,000 per annum was ex- 
pended on North America, and therefore it was but reasonable 
they should support the troops sent out for their defence, and 
all the other expenses of the nation on that account.” To raise 
this sum Mr, —— various important duties, “and an 
internal tax,fa stamp duty, &c.; but many members warmly op- 





posing it, this was deferred till next session, but it was feared 
that the tax upon foreign goods would pass into a law this 
session. Mr. Jackson, agent for Connecticut, a member of the 
House, expressed himself nobly, and it was chiefly owing to 
him that the Stamp Act did not take place.” Another para- 
graph states that on the 9th of April “ several thousand jour- 
neymen silk weavers went in provession from Spitalfields, and 
waited on his Majesty at the Queen’s Palace in St. James's 
Park, with a petition represen the miserable condition 
themselves and families are reduced to by the clandestine im- 
portation of French silks. They waited before the eourt-yard. 
and two gentlemen had the honour to be introduced inte his 
Majesty’s presence and present their petition, which his Ma- 
jesty received in the most gracious manner, and gave for 
answer that he would send immediate orders to put an entire 
stop to the importation of French silks; that an affair of such 
consequence to the kingdom should be properly laid before his 
Parliament, and that they might depend on his eare and pro- 
tection.” From France we have news that “the Parliament of 
Rouen had issued an arrét enjoining all Jesuits within their 
jurisdiction to depart the kingdom of France within one 
month.” From Vienna we learn that the Archduke J 

was on a journey to Frankfort, and the towns throngh which 
he passed were obliged to contribute to his expenses in propor- 
tion to their ability. This paper of 100 i ago consisted of 
four pages, 18in. by 12in., two broad columns on a page, one 
in French and the other in English.— Times, 


is from the Bir. 
rom the peti of the 


Unpver THE Garorre.—The followin 
mingham Gazette, aud orts to come 
sufferer :— Suddenly there was the lightest stép in le 
behind me, and before I could turn my head a man’s arm 
wes put across my shoulder, and placed over my mouth. In 
an instant the arm was slid from my mouth under 
and was tightened on my throat, and I was lifted from 
by the arm across my throat. Of course the impulse to resist 
was immediate, but it was impossible to obey it, for at the 
same instant two men rushed forward, and one stationed 
himself in front of me, towards my left hand, and the other 
towards my right. Each had grasped one of my arms with 
one of his hands, and each with « clinched fist began to 
strike me with all his might on the breast and stomach. One 
of them kicked furiously at me, but did little execution. I 
think all three must have worn goloshes. If they did, their 
being able to come so noiselessly upon me would not be 
wouseied at, and the slight effect taken by the kicks would 
be accounted for. I received two or three kicks near the 
cap of the knee, but they did nothing more than take away 
the skin. While the two men in front were thus kicking 
and boxing vigorously, the man who held me rowfid the 
throat called to them to ‘give it him well’ All this only 
lasted a few seconds, As soon as I had found that it was 
perfectly hopeless to resist, I resigned myself to fate, I 
was rapidly becoming insensible, and perhaps to 
be wholly so, for they ceased to strike me, the 
man at my throat did not relax his grip. Tho ‘hand 
man seized an umbrella that I held in my hand, an 
it from me. The left-hand man dipped his hand hurriedly 
into one of my trousers pockets, and took the few: coppers 
he found there, The right-hand man made a similar rush 
at the other trousers pocket, and was more fortunate, for 
he got about 16s. in silver. He pocketed it , and 
made an equally hurried seizure on my watch. have 
not the faintest recollection of anything that passed after- 
wards till I revived from the swoon into which I had 
fallen as the result of their violence. I was at first not 
a little astonished to find myself spraw on the pave- 
ment. I put up my hand and found my cut. The 
garotters, when they had finished their work, must have 
thrown me down, so that my head was strack by a doorstep. 
Gradually my recollection cleared, and I remembered what 
had I looked about me, and found that, besides my. 
watch, my umbrella, and my money, the garotters had 
off with my hat.” 


Larecr Bonus on A Lire Poticy.—A for £5,000 in 
the Equitable Society, on the life of Mr. Jace Williem ed 


field, leading partner in the firm of Freshfidld & N 
recently became a claim the ciety by the dah ath of 
that gentleman, and was allowed, by the of 


bonuses, to be the large amount of £27,512 10s. The 

was effected in 1802; and the late Mr. James Will 

field lived to the age of ninety. He must, the get fon 
was 


twenty-eight years old at the time the policy 


chin, 
road 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 


RAM—On Aug.16, at Mecklenburgh-street, the wife of Stephen Adye Ram, 
of Red Lion-square, Solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES, 


BERRY—MILLER—On Aug. 17, at Edinburgh, Robert Berry, Esq., Advo- 
cate and Barrister-at-Law, late Fellow of agg College, Cambridge, to 
Mary, daughter of the late John Miller, Esq., and -daughter of the 
jan William Miller, of Glenlee, Baronet, one of the Judges of the 


of Session. 
DIXON—BIGG—On Aug. 16, at the parish church, Stapleton, Arthur 
, of New-square, Lincoln’ s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, younger son of 
the late Robert Dixon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Elizabeth Octavia, 
second daughter of William Oliver Bigg, Esq., of Stapleton, Gloucester- 


FAUSSETT—WOODCOCK—On Aug. 9, at Wigan, Thomas Godfrey 
Faussett, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and Fellow of C.C.C., ford, to 
a Jane, daughter of Henry Woodcock, Esq., of Bank- house, near 


igan. 
GODSON—RADCLIFFE—On Aug. 11, at Oldham, Alfred Godson, M.A., 
or of Medicine and Master in Surgery, Trinity College, Cam- 
bi ®t to Frances Mary, daughter of the late Henry Radcliffe, Esq., 


Sol 

OLLIVANT—CRICHTON—On Aug. 13, at Edinburgh, William Spencer 
Ollivant, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Janet Cuningham, youngest 
ieiean Pine of the late David Maitland Makgill Crichton, Esq., of Ran- 


PALEY—BRYDEN—On Aug. 9, Captain Raymond South Paley, 12th 
Royal gene ey son of the late Thomas Paley, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
Anne, on! y daughter of William Bryden, Esq., of Eccleston-square. 
SPARES—ALLEN- On Aug. 16, Ernest Algernon Sparks, Barrister-at- 
Law, of Paper-buildings, Temple, to Mary, eldest daughter of the late 
Robert Allen, Esq., of Sudbury, Suffolk. 
YOUNG—TYRRELL—On Aug. 11, at All Saints’ Church, Knightsbridge, 
Francis Young, M.A., of =; Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, third son 
of Henry Young, Esq., of Essex-street, to Mary Hercy Blunt Tyrrell, 
youngest child "of the late Frederick Tyrrell, Esq. 


DEATHS. 
BALL—On Aug. 10, at Dublin, Thomas Ball, Esq., of Mondellihy House» 
— — rick, second son of the Right Hon. Mr, Justice 
onIFITH~On Aug. 12, at Winchester, Owen Delamere Griffiths, Esq., 
GROVE “on Ants 13, in Argyllshire, Marion, second daughter of W. R. 


KENTON oe Xo, Aug. 16, at Lower Berkeley-street, Peaen-syente, aged 
nosbnne Amy Bertha, daughter of J. KR. Kenyon, Esq., Q.C 
RTS—On Aug. 15, at Glamorganshire, in the 54th year of his age, 
Mi aees kavets tadtints rts, Esq., of lys Uchaf, Aberdare, M.R.C.S., and 
Justice of the Peace for the counties of Glamorgan and Brecon, 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
eee. unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 
Brooxe, Wit11am, Gower-street, Esq. £78 15s. New £3 per Cent: 
Annuities—Claimed by Henry Gampbell White and Benjamin Cotton. 
Carmicaagt, Jonn Eowarp, Prince Edward’s Island, North America, 
Esq. £539 12s. 6d. Reduced £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by 
Charlotta W. A. Carmichael, Widow, Administratrix of said 


J. E. Carmichael. 

Jounson, Saran, Kincardine Castle, Perthshire, Widow, and Taomas 
BakgRr, st = nag non} ag Esq. £71 8s. 7d. Consolidated £3 per 
Cent. ‘Claimed by said Thomas Baker, the survivor. 

Mites, Jostan. Gusbertant-leten, Winsor-park, Esq., and Saran MILEs, 
oo ~Ngengeonheneteen me Annuities—Claimed by said 

a 


Seprient, Octavia ELLENORA Beech d House, Herts, 
Spimster. £248 6s. 2d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed 
by — 0. E. S. Sebright. 

Smaart, Joun, Devizes, Schoolmaster, Daniel Smart, Welwyn, ev 

Dissenting Minister, and Thomas Kite, Devizes, Publican. £96 19s, 1 
~ Consolidated £3 per Cent. ‘Annuities—Claimed by said Daniel ——" 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Binding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Frepar, Aug. 12, 1864. 
Lamitep in CHANCERY. 


British and Foreign Cork Company (Limited),—Order to wind-up by 
V.C. Kindersley, Aug 3. Devonshire, Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry, 


Solicitor for the petitioner. 
East India and arog, ing Company (Limited).—By an order by 
V.c, etal Ane Palmer Harding, Serle-st, Lincoln’s- 


inn-fields, was fa BA provisional Official Liquidator. Cowdell & 

, Abchurch-lane, Solicitors for the petitioner. 
Globe Steam Printing Company (Limited).— Order to wind-up by V.' tx 
pg ape 21. Le Blanc & Torr, New Bridge-st, Blackfriars, Solicito’ 


itioner. 

National for Boat Building by Machinery (Limited).—By an 
order by V.C. Wood, ye | 9, the voluntary winding-up to be eontinued 
under the of the Court. Ellis & Co, St Michael’s-alley, 

aap temas tomes (Limited).—The Master of th 

nited Kingdom Ship pany — ter e 

Whinney, Serle- 


Oeiie, an order dated Ang 9, 

oy eh range Fennec 4 tebe Bacal Liguidator. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY, 

No, 3 Midland Counties Benefit Building Society.—Order to wind-up by 





pel Lords Justices, Aug 3. Hiliiard & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq, for Stubbing, 
Birm, Solicitor for the petitioner. 

Shields Marine Insurance Association, South Shields, and of the Shields 
Marine Cargo, Freight, and Outfit Association.—The Master of the 
Rolls, by an order dated Aug 8, appointed William Henry ey 
Rayment bigs, Gray's-inn, Accountant, and William Anderson, 
House, Durham, Esq., to be Official Liquidators. 

Shields Marine Insurance Association, South Shields, and of the Shields 
Marine Cargo, Freight, and Outfit Association.—The creditors of the 
above companies are required, on or betore Oct 1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Henry McCreight and William Anderson, the Official Liquidators, Ray- 
mond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn 

Geties Aug. 16, 1864, 
LimITED tn CHANCERY. 

British and Foreign Cork Company (Limited).— Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley has fixed Aug 23, at 12, for the appointment of an Official Liqui- 
dator. 

East India and London Shipping Company (Limited).—Order to wind up 
by Vice-Chancellor Kindersle: » Aug 3, and by the same order appointed 
Robert Palmer Harding, le-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, provisional 
—_ Liquidator. Cowdell & Grundy, Abchurch-lane, Solicitors for 
petitioner, 

Northern Bengal Tea Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls, by 
an order dated May 10, appointed Frederick Whinney, Serle-st, Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Official Liquidator. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolbed. 
Tuespay, Aug. 16, 1864. 


Tradesmen’s Independent Association, Frome. Aug 10. 
Solihull Provident Society, Malt Shovel Inn, Solihull, Warwick. 


Credftors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, Aug, 12, 1864. 
Allen, Jas, Patricroft, Lancaster, . Sept 29. Binney, Manch. 
Brown, Thos, Walkerith, Lincoln. pt 10. Hayes, Gainsborough. 
Carswell, Robt, Moresby, Cumberland, Gent. Oct 8. Atkinson & Son, 
Whitehaven. 
Clark, Wm Southern, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Civil Engineer. Sept 20, 


Smith & Linton, Aberdare. 
sq, Bayswater, Widow. Sept 29. 


Clarkson, Frances, K: 
Lawris & Keen, Doctors’ commons. 
Crookell, Janet, Broughton, Manch, Widow. Sept 29, Binney, Manch. 
yee Thos, Stratford-upon-Avon, Boat Builder. Sept 30. Ashwin, 
‘emple. 
mon % Thos, Pendleton, Lancaster, Bleacher. Sept 1. Hampson, 


—_ hha , Walworth, Surrey, Victualler. Sept 9. Howard & Co, Fen- 
church-st. 
Mills, Lucy Frances, Brighton, Widow. Sept 20. Gadsden, Bedford- 


row. 

Moffatt, Jas Douglas, Craven-hill-gardens, Bayswater, Major H. M. Indian 
Army. Sept 3. Stinton, Margaret-st, Cavendish-sq. 

Oliff, Jas, Wickwar, vloucester, Cheese Factor. Oct 11. 
Wotton-under-Edge. 

Pinchin, Geo, Bath, Esq. Sept 29. Kemp, Bath. 

Reeves, Richd Gibson, Birm, Merchant. Oct 2. Partridge & Woodward, 


Birm. 
Ridler, Fredk, Thornton-st, Kensington. Oct 31. Routh & Co, Southamp- 
ton-st, Bloomsbury. 


Aug 10. 





Dauncey, 


Robertson, Jas Hy, late Captain in H. M. Rifle Brigade. Sept 31. Wing 
& Du Cane, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Smith, ~*~ Atherstone, Warwick, Farmer. Oct 1. Radford & Son, 


Athers 
— ‘ohn ‘Geo Sapylton, Lincoln, Esq. Oct 1. Staniland & Wigelsworth, 


tuk Caroline Augusta, Long Ashton, Somerset, Spinster. Nov 10, 
Coulthurst, New-inn. 
Witts, John, Wickwar, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 1, Dauncey, Wotton-under- 


Tuespay, Aug. 16, 1864, 
oe Joseph, Ardwick, Manch, Gentleman. Oct 1. Hadfield, 
oe See Colchester, Essex, Ir onmonger. Sept29. Turner & Deane, 
chester. 
Debatt, Anne Harriett, Darnley-rd, Notting-hill, Widow. Sept 29. 
Rogers, Fenchurch-st. 
Gaskill, Sami, Reddish, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 12, Smith, Middle Hill- 
gate, Stockport. 
Goldsmid, Moses Asher, Gloucester-pl, Portman-sq, Esq. Oct 1. Bishop, 
Tudor-st, Blackfriars. 
Hancock, Edwd, Bath, Esq. Oct1. Holloway, Bath. 
Hole, Mrs. im Hy, eo Aug 31. Paul & James, Exeter. 
mo Wm Bye Yeovil, Aug 10. Keeting, Administratrix ; or Moody, 
incanton, Som: 
Kershaw, Jas, Streatham, Surrey, Esq. M.P, Sept 29. Gregory & Row- 
cliffes, Bedford-ro’ 
Lambert, Ann Elizabeth, St. Martins, Island of Jersey. Widow. Oct |. 


Terrell & Co, Basinghall-st. 
Peder, Jeremiah, Little Baddow, Essex, Gent. Nov 12, Copland, 


oon to John, Reedham, Norfolk, Gent, Nov 16. fox, Norwich. 
Watkin, Isabella, York, Widow. Oct 5. Garwood, York 7 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fawar, Aug. 12, 1864, 

Andrewes, Martha prestaoeh, East Peckham, Kent, Spinster. Nov 2. 

Andrewes v Tyrrell, M. 
4 ~4 nee, Brompton, Esq. Oct 29. Hurlstone v Ashton, 
Baldry, Geo, Walton-on-Thames, Sur Innkeeper. Oct 31. Horne v 

Baldry, V.C. Wood, os 
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Brond, Wm, Warwick-rd, Paddington, Livery Stable Keeper. Nov 12. 
Haynes v Brond, V.C, Kindersley. 

Butcher, Thos, Bath, Wholesale Grocer. Nov 1. Butcher v Butcher, 
M.R 


Cooper, Hy Ralph, Ixworth, Suffolk, Surgeon, Nov 22. Cooper » Cooper, 
Dunbar, Duncan, Fore-st, Limehouse. Jan 11, 1865. Brown v Gellatly, 


M.R. 

sarin Hanley, Stafford, Innkeeper. Nov 2. Edwards v Ed- 

Nov 2, 

Fleetwood, Wm, © ll Southampton, Railway Inspector. Nov 2. 
Budden o Fleetwood, M.R. 

Freem, Thos, Tockington, Gloucester, Carpenter. 
Millard, M. 

“anak —." Tapps, Richm)nd, Surrey, Esq. Oct 28. Gervis v 

eyrick 

Glynn, » Job Edmund, Bideford, Devon, Esq. Oct 29. Harris v Glynn, 
Vv. 

Kissock, Robt, Phillimore-ter, Kensington, Gent. Feb2. Kissock v Kis- 
sock, V.0. Wood. 

Latham, Jas, Curtain-rd, Shoreditch, Timber Merchant. Nov 2. Latham 


v Latham, V.C. Kindersley. 
Morley, Jocl, Ufton, Berks, Farmer. Nov 10. Champion v Dyer, V.C. 
Roberts v 


Stuart. 

Muir, Jas, Lave, Be Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Nov 2. 
Evans, V.C. W 

Muir, Maria Bonne “Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Widow. Nov2. Roberts v 
Evans, V.C. Wood. 

Parker, Chas Geo, Springfield- pl, Essex, Esq. Nov2, Parker v Fraser, 
M.R. 

— Chas, Titchfield, Southampton, Yeoman. Nov 2. Stares v Penton, 

Martin v Reynolds, V.C. 


Watts, John, jun, Akeley, Bucks, Farmer. Oct 29. Watts » Watts, M.R. 
ba ry John, Plymouth, Gent. Nov 10. Sherman v Horreil, V.C, 


White. Thos, Grove-ter, Camberwell, Gent, Nov 1. White » White, V.C. 
Kindersley. 


Nov 2. Bryant v 


we =a Jas, Lincoln, Boot Maker. Nov 2. 
Wood, 


Toerspay, Aug. 16, 1864. 
Barr, Edwd, Chester, Gent. Nov 16. Barr v Barr, V.C. Stuart. 
Cheesr.an, Thos, Hampton-st, Walworth, Upholsterer. Nov 2. Wild- 
man v Calloway, M.R. 
Dowling, Richd Hoare, Plumstead, Kent, Esq. Nov19. Dowling v Dow- 
ling, V.C. Stuart 
Garbett, Edmund, “Dawley, Salop, Gent. Oct 28. Soame v Garbett, M.R, 
Gee, Geo, Lower Broughton, Lancaster, Gent. Oct 28. Gee v Gee, M.R. 
© Jas, Hollinwood, Lancaster, Hat Manufacturer. Oct28. Gee v Gee, 
R 


Hammersley, Robt, Leek, Stafford, Silk Dyer. Oct 29. 


Hammersley, M.R. 

> Wm, Beckley, Sussex, Farmer. Nov 2. Somersv Reeve, V.C. 

Kinchant, Richd Hy, nr Oswestry, Salop, Esq. Nov 2. Caton v Kin- 
chant, M.R. 

Rowley, Geo, Penner, Licensed Victualler. Oct 28. 
Rowley, M. 


Deeds voqestere® pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fruipay, Aug 12, 1864, 

Aspinall, Wm, Blackburn, Wheelwright. July 27. Asst. Reg Aug 10. 

—— Geo, High-st, Camden-town, Draper, July 25. Conv, Reg 
Aug Il, 

Beddoe, John, — Stafford, Timber Merchant. July 16, 
Comp. Reg Aug 

Bourchier, Richd, Sse — Station, Midland Railway, Coal Merchant. 
July 14. Comp. Reg Aug 11. 

Coari Hy, Sloane-st, Chelsea, Brush Maker. July 22. Asst. Reg 


Reg 


Hammersley v 


Harris v 


cinrey Thos Beaminster, Dorset, Innkeeper. July 29. Comp, 

U 

Davies, Wm, Satford, Grocer, Aug 3. Conv. Reg Aug 10. 

Dearlove, Harriett Ann, Brackley, Northampton, Chemist. Aug 1. Conv. 
Reg Aug 1 

Driver, Jas Freak, and Jemmey Kenworthy, gee and Eliz Ken- 
worthy, Widow, Oldham. July 15. Asst. Reg Aug 12 

Feetam, Seymour Bloomfield, Kingston-upon-Hull, Drysalter. July 20. 
Comp. Reg Aug 12. 

Field, Jas, Cheltenham, Draper. July 30. Conv. Reg Aug 10. 

Fisher, Wm, Tipton, Stafford, Bricklayer. . { 12, Comp. Reg Aug 9, 

Genn, Edwd, Bury, » Grocer. v. Reg Aug 

Girard, Ernest, Corbet-ct, Gracechurch-st, oo Merchant. July la Sian. 
Reg Aug 

July 13. 


i. 
Girdlestone, Chas — Hulme, Manch, Cabinet Maker. 
Comp. Reg A 
Green, —. ie aseuben, Kensington, Builder. July 13. Asst. 
ug 10. 
Greenwood Chas Trethewie, Falmouth, Draper. July 15. Asst, Reg 
ug ll 
Hall, Hy John, Leadenhall-st, Shipewner. July 26. Arrt. Reg Aug 12. 
Hyde, vm Nether Compton, "Dorset, Innkeeper. Aug 2, Comp. Reg 
ug 12. 
ee. 3 Jas, Brompton-cres, Brompton, Clerk. July 26. Comp. Reg 
ug 9. 
Isaacson, Edwd Thos, Datchet, Bucks,Gent. Aug 8. Comp. Reg Aug 12. 
se rary Francis, Congleton, ‘Chester, Grocer. Juiy 25, Release. Reg 
Aug 10. 
— Richd, & Richa Crewdson, Lpool, Painters. July 14. Conv. Reg 


Lowe, Hy Polson, Leeds, Flock Merchant. July 30. Comp. Reg Aug 11. 

Morten, John Hy, Chatham, Grocer, July 29, Comp. Keg Aug 12. 

Mudd, Edwd, Gravesend, Kent, Sail Maker. Aug 2. Asst. Reg Aug 8. 

Murtagh, Michael Egan, Birm, Grocer. July 14. Conv. Reg Aug Il. 

Nixon, Jas, Leicester, Builder. a 16. Cony. Reg Aug 10. 

a Joseph Loft, "Chryssell-rd, orth Briaton. Aug 4. Comp. Reg 
Aug 9. 





ere 


ay omy oe Heywood, Lancaster, Shuttle Maker. July 27, 
v. ug 

Rawling, . Liandudno, Carnarvon, Painter. July 18. Conv. 
Riley, wae Leeds, Cloth ges oe July 15. Conv, fA ates 8. 


Reg Ai 
inson, John, Salford, Dyer. July Beg. 


——_ vas Burlington-arcade, y, Hosier. iyi. Asst. Reg 
ug 10, 

West H. Grocer. July 14. 10, 
Stovcas; Okas, Hastings, Lishogrephes. Suly sh Amt ais 
bah ee Thos Swan, Brighton, Tobacconist. 29. Comp. Reg 


ng 22. 
Wyeth To poe ee Southampton, Ironmonger, July 15. Asst. 
eg A 


TuespaY, Aug. 16, 1864, 
a zn. Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. July 26, " Release. 


Berenbart, Alex, & John Hermann Hirschberg, Watling-st, London, 
Agents. July 19. Conv. Reg Aug 16, 

wine dersteld, Cloth Dealer. July 30. Comp. ant 15. 
is, Chorley, Lancaster, Beer Retailer, July 20. Reg 

— 
ole Chas, Sheffield, Boot Manutacturer. July 22. Cony, Reg 

ug 

Crossley. Hy, Birm, Cotton Manufacturer. July 19. Asst. ms Aug 15. 
umphrey, Huddersfield, Spindle Maker. July 23. Asst. Reg 


‘Aug 13. 
om Hy, Leeds, Journeyman Shoemaker, July 27. Comp. Reg 
ig 16, 
Giles, a Witney, Oxford, Licensed Victualler. Ju'ty 19. Conv. Reg 
Aug 


Gain John, Chorley, Lancaster, Butcher. July 25. Cony. Reg Aug 16. 
Harper, Jas, Hillersland, Gloucester, Coal Master. July 18. Cony. Reg 


Aug 15. 

Pres deny Thos, White aay ba Holborn, Fringe Manufacturer. July 
27. Inspectorship. Reg Aug 

Howarth, Wm, Manch, pp hy ag July 19. Comp. Reg Aug 15. 

Jones, Thos, Chorley, Lancaster, Gent. July 23. nag Reg oh Cot 13. 

Kaye, David, & Lawrence Pigeeny. Sandal Magna, Y Pro- 
prietors. Tuly 30. Asst. Reg Aug 13. 

Lacy, Thos, Thos Crabtree, Joseph Eastwood, & Edmund Carter, Canteen, 
nr ee York, Cotton Manufacturers. July 11. Asst. Reg 
Aug 

Lascelles, Chas Thos aa Gt Guildford-st, Southwark, Cooper. July 
20. Nowy ~ Reg Aug 

Lord, Robt + fate rd, St Pancras, Tobacconist, Aug 3. Comp. 


Reg Au “Tw, 
Mea’ ey, os, Glebe-ter, Rotherhithe, Carpenter. Aug 4. Comp. Reg 


Aug | 
— Tobt, Upper Thames-st, London, Farrier. Aug 1!, Comp. Reg 


Pitt. Ges ‘Wilmott, Church: vat, Mile End New Town, Cheesemonger. Aug 
13. Comp. Reg Aug 16 

Solomons, Joseph, Coventry, General Dealer. Aug 1. Comp. my ater: bs. 

ey oy Mile-end-rd, Middx, Coffee Shop Keeper. Aug6,. Comp, 
Reg Aug 

Stuttard, Matthew, & a Stuttard, Burnley, Lancaster, Joiners. July 
21. Conv. Reg Aug If 

=, Jas Edwd, Sc lagate, London, Tailor. Aug 15. Comp, Reg 


Views. 5 Walter, Norwich, Cabinet Maker. July 18. Cony. Reg Aug 13. 
Ward, Joseph. Nottingham, Machine Builder. July 25, Conv. Reg 
Werner Wm, Edgware-rd, Middx, Photographer. Aug 10. Comp. Reg 
winiecss, Thos, Cinder-hill, Stafford, Grocer. June 22. Comp. Reg 
wilet, Chas, Wallingford, Berks, General Dealer. July 27. Comp, Reg 
Yau Fon Tottenham-court-rd, Builder. July 25. Asst. Reg Ang 16, 


Bankrupts. 
Fatwary, Aug. 12, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Baylis, Wm, North-st, Edgware-rd, Baker. Pet Aug 8. Aug 25 at 1. 
Browne, Paddington-gn, 
Catchpole, Robt, Maria-ter, Barnsbury, Dealer in Wine. Pet Aug 9 (for 


pau). Aug 25at12. Aldridge. 
Chapman, Joseph, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet 


Aug 8. Aug 25 at 12. ry ge Gt os elen’s. 

Cosgrove, Charlotte, Widow, and Cosgrove, Whitechapel-rd, 
weve (ggg Pet Aug 4. ane 25 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely- 
place, rm. 

Cullen, Geo Wm, Ramsgate, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 9. Aug 26 
atll. Buchanan, Basinghall-st, London. 

Ellis, Joseph, Francis: st, Newington-butts, Carman. Pet Aug 6 (for pau). 
Aug 25 at 1. a 

Esam, Edwin, U; row, Chelsea, Commercial Traveller. Pet 


Ang 9. Aug 26 at ir Lloyd. Wood-st, London. 
Goodwin, Chas, ng Hop Merchant. Pet ae 8. Aug 26 at 12, 


i! -bidgs, Gray’s-inn, for Delasaux, C. 
bag Vereians . Bedford, Builder. Pet Aug 8. 25 at}. 
t, Chancery-lane, London. 


Johnson, Wm, Cleveland-rd, Islington, Attorney’s Clerk, Pet Aug 4. 
Aug 25 at ll. Dodd jun, New Broad-st. 
Johnston, Wm, Journeyman , Prisoner for Debt, Debtor’s Prison, 
London. Pet Aug 9 (for pau). Aug 25 at2. Aldridge. 

a, mene , aonoes eee Regent's-pk, Middx, Cab Driver. Pet Aug 
8. at 

Palmer, Hobt Fowie, Camberwell- rd, Builder. Pet Aug8 (forpau). Aug 

at ridge. 

Robertson, Wm, Tuilerie-st, Hackney-rd, Shoemaker. Pet Aug4. Aug 
25 at 12. Bat , Bucklersbury. 

Rolfe, Alfred, New -st,Comm Agent. Pet Aug9 (for pau). Aug 

sndle, Ait Islington, Ironmonger. Pet Aug8. Aug 

row, on, 
25 at 12. Scott, Staple-inm : 
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Pet ‘aa 8. he 26 at 12. ie 


Somers, heitanioss city-r, ‘tatinide: 
ray, Gt St 
Stephens, Francis, Wharton- st, "Srna Clerk. Pet Aug 10. Aug 26 


at 12. Barrow, Cannon-st Wes 
Su cpt Wm ee hao Di i Lambeth- rd, Dyer, Pet Augs. Aug 
Pad bg Vincenzo di, — -pl, Russell-sq, Author. Pet Aug8 Aug 
26.at12. whidley, Oid J 





Turner, Jas, Upper jt ice Surrey, Corn Merchant. Pet Aug8. Aug 
25 at 2. Ody & Adams. a * Southwark. 
Webster, Reuben, Ponsonby- - mlico, Scale Board Maker. Pet Aug 9. 
Aug 26at 11, ‘Chidley, Old Jewry. 
WwW ~ Wm i Henley, Oxford, Baker. Pet Aug 9. Aug 25 at2, Wells, 
oorgate 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Allison, Jane, East Hetton, Durham, Publican. 
Aug 29 at 12. Marshall, Durham 

Bateman, Jas, Cannock Chase Stafford, Bricklayer. Pet Aug 8. Lich- 


field, Aug 22at10. Wilson, 
Bradshaw, Chas, Sheffield, cleo, "Pet Aug 9. Sheffield, Aug 24 at 
Pet Aug 8. 


1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Burgess, Wia, Stiffkey, Norfolk, Butcher, 
ham, Aug 25 at 2, Garwood, jan, Wells-next-the-Sea. 
Cartwright, Frances Jane, Leicester, Hosier, Pet Aug 8. 
23 at 10. Petty, Leicester. 
Charles, Hy, Levenshulme, Lancaster, Oil and Colour Dealer. 
Manch, Aug 23 at ll. Eltoft, Manch. 
Crane, Geo, Iallaton, Leicester, Butcher. 


Pet Aug 8. Durham, 


Little Walsing- 

Leicester, Aug 
Pet Aug 8. 
Pet Aug 9. Uppingham, Aug 


23 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Davis, Chas, Westbromwich, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Pet Aug8. Birm, 
Sept5ati2. Foster, Birm. 

Emery, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Aug 9. 


Newcastle-under-Lyme, Aug 27 at 10. Hinds, Newcastle-under 
Lyme. 

Fielden, ‘Saml, and Joseph Greenwood, Todmorden, Lancaster, Manu- 
facturers. PetAug!. Manch, Aug 24 at 12. Storer, Manch- 

Flinn, John, jun, Earisdon, nr Coventry, Watch Jeweller. Pet Aug 8. 
Coventry, Aug 29 at 4. Davis, Coventry. 

Grace. Francis, Oxford, Veterinary Surgeon, Adj Aug9. Oxford, Sept 5 
at 10. 

Graham, Jas, Redmain, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet Aug 10. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Aug 25 at 12. Hodge & Harle, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Grubb, Jas, Portsea, Beer Retailer. Pet Aug 8. Portsmouth, Aug 23 at 
i" 


. Cousins, Portsea. 

Harries, David, Blaencawd Pet Aug 8. 
Aug 23 at ll. Atchley, 4 

Harrison, Dan!, jun. Tamworth, Warwick, Butcher. Pet Aug 8. 
worth, Aug 23 at il. Argyle, Tamworth. 

Hartman, Ferdinand, and Alex Newlands, Lpool, General Merchants. 
Pet Aug 5. “Lpool, Aug 19 at 1!. Norris & Son, Lpool. 

Hartridge, Hy Chas, Snowhill, Wolverhampton, Hair Dresser. Pet July 
30. Wolverhampton, Aug 30 at 12. Longman, Wolverhampton. 

Helene Sg fae oe York, Butcher. Pet Aug 10. Richmond, Aug 

30. Harle, Leeds. 

Halt ‘Thos, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, out of business. Pet Aug 6. 
Birm, Aug 29 at 10. Beaton, Birm. 

Lamb, Wm, Doncaster, Coal Dealer. 
12. Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Legh, John, Lpoo!l, Butcher’s Assistant. 
Henry, Lpool. 

Lerrigo, Geo, Hereford, ety 214 Pet Aug 8. Birm, Sept 5 at 12. Averill, 
Hereford, and Hodgson & irm. 

Madell, Hy Geo, Gt Grimsby, Clerk. 
atil. Spurr, Holl. 

Murdoch, Wm, Staveley, Westmoreland, Coal Merchant. 
Ambleside, Aug 31 at 12. Thompson, Kendal 

Nieholeme Wm, Lpool, Grocer. Pet Aug 8. Lpool, Aug 24 at 3. Parker, 


Carmarthen, Farmer. Bristol, 


Tam- 


Pet Aug 6. Doncaster, Aug 24 at 
Pet Aug 8. Lpool, Aug 23 at 2. 


Pet Ang 8. Gt Grimsby, Aug 25 
Pet Aug 10, 


Norman, Wm, Sheffield, Spring Knife Mannfacturer. Pet Aug 9. Shef- 
field, Aug 24at1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Price, Wm, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Pet July 39. 
Aug 30 at 12. Underhill, Wolverhampton. 
Richards, Wm, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler. 
oak 25 whe 9.30. Parry, Pembroke Dock. 

eer Mary Ann, Southampton, Baker. 

A 1 at 12. oi Southampton. " 
Rotherham, H Eckington, Derby, Druggist’s Assistant. Pet Au, 

3. Tool’ kee 26 at 11 .Gamble & Leech, Derby, and Fernell, Sheffield” 
ray Jobn, Stamford, Lincoln, Corn Merchant. Pet Aug 1. Birm, 


Sept 20 at 11. Law, Stamford. 
Geo, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet Aug 10, Shefficld, Aug 24 at 1. 
effield. 
Pet Aug 11. 


Fernell, 
Stevenson, Benj, Wednesbury, Stafford, Builder. 


Woiverhampton, 
Pet Aug 8. Pembroke, 


Pet Aug 8. Southampton, 


Birm, 





fens 3 at 12, Richards & Gillam, Birm, and Woodward & Son, Wed- 

n 

Ss » Wm, Leicester, Hosicr’s Assistant. Pet Aug 9. Leicester, 
Aug 23 at 10. 30. Smith, Nottingham, 

Surfling, Ei Ruston, Norfolk, Drover. Pet Aug 9. North 


ast 
Walsham, Aug 24 at Il. Sadd jan, Norwich. 


Wade, Hay Stafford, Grocer. Pet Aug 8. Lichfield, Aug 19 
vette Mien Ogley Hay, me, 4 » Aug 


Welemien, Seen. "Eeetls, Cheater, Butcher, Pet Aug9. Manch, Aug 


Law, Manch. 
white, Richa, Cheltenham, Cont Merchant. Pet Aug10. Bristol Aug 24 
at ll. Pruens, Cheltenham 


waneee Aug 16, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Brandon, Edwin, Union-st, Bishopsgate-st, Hair Dresser. Pet Aug9. Aug 
26 atl. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Burrell, Chas, Low Leyton, Essex, Sheep Salesman. Pet Aug 11. 
26 atl. Morris & Co, Moorgate-st-chambers. 
a: John aren Brewer-st, Somers-town, Boot Manufacturer, Pet Aug 
oud iy He ati2. Hill, Basingh all-st. 
reed, Hy Herries, St James’ s-sq, Clerk in the House of Commons. Pet 
mi 29 at 12. Sydney & Son, Finsbury-cireus. 
in-st, Bermondsey, out of business. Pet Aug il. Avg 
"Chippertield, Trinity-st, Southwark, 


Aug 


29 at |, 








paieiiik: Wm Weservaiil: ‘Bley -st, Regent’ or without occupation, 

Pet Aug 10. Aug29atil. Buchanan, Basi age ol 
th, Theodore, Newgate-st, London, Foreien G lass Manufacturer. 
Pet. July 20. Aug 26atil. Abrahams, Gresham-st. 

Fitness, Jas, Decmark- hill, Camberwell, Plumber. Pet Aug9. Aug 29 
atil, Ody & Adams, Trinity -st, Southwark, 

Haskey, Jas, Edgware-pl, Edgware-rd, Builder. Pet Aug Il. Aug 26 at 
1, Helsham, nog 

Heard, John Burrows, ay ot I High Holborn, Surveyor, Pet Aug 
8. Aug 26 at at 12, Seaman, R “aw ¥ 

Jennings, Wm, Walbrook, Wine 3 Merchant. Pet Aug 9. Aug 29 at 12, 
Marsden, Walbrook. 

Knott, Joseph Gwennap, Lower Rosoman-st, Clerkenwell, Undertaker, 
Pet Ang ll. Aug 29 at1l. Helsham, Poultry. 

parsons Wm, Grangé-rd. Bermopdsey, Dealer in Marine Stores. Pet 

Aug ll. Aug29 ati. Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

May, John, Upper Albany-st, Regent’s-pk, Baker. Pet Aug9. Aug 30 
at il, Heathfield, Lincoln's-inn-fields 

Ogan, John, Hackney-rd, Shoreditch, Baker. Pet Aug 12, Aug 29 at 12, 
Lewis, Hackney-rd. 

Pennicott, Thos, Thuriow Arms, Dulwich, Surrey, out of business, Pet 
Aug li. Aug 26 atl. Robertson, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st. 

Rainbow, Geo, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Aug 12, Aug 30 
at ll. Greville, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Rolls, Edwd John, Fawkham, Kent, Ship and Insurance Broker. Pet Aug 
13. Aug 30 at 1. Roy & Cartwright, Lothbury. 

Savory, Hy, Brooksby-st, Islington, Appraiser. Pet Aug 10. Aug 29 at 
1. Munday, Essex-st. Strand. 

Simkins, Wm, Freemantle, Southampton, Butcher. Pet Aug 2. Aug 23 
at 2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, and Sharp & Co, 
Southampton. 

Snell, Wm Thos Skinner, Waltham Cross, Hertford, Gent. Pet Aug 11. 
Aug 26 at 1. Hawksford, Carey-st. 

Thompson, Thos, Kennington-st, Kennington, Builder. Pet Aug 11. 
29 atl. Binns, Trinity-sq. 

Walker, Fredk, Ernest-st, "Tesent'p: “park, out of business. Pet Aug 12, 
Aug 29 at 1. Harcourt, King’s Arms- yard. 

Wangler, John Geo, Oxford, Watch Manufacturer. Pet Aug (3. Aug 29 
at ll. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Wavell, Richd, Newport, Isie of Wight, Postmaster. Pet Aug 11. Aug 

26 at 1. Blake, Newport. 


Aug 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Baldwin, Hy Holmes, Castleford, York, Watchmaker, 
Leeds, Aug 29 at li. Emsley, Leeds. 

Barker, Joshua, Sunderland, Auctioneer. 
30 at2. Lglington, Sunderland. 

Barton, Sam], Langley, Sutton, Labourer. 


Pet Aug 11. 
Pet Aug 9. Sunderland, Aug 
Pet Aug 10, Macclesfield, 


Aug 24 at il. Higginbotham & Barclay, Macclesfield. 

Bishop, Chas, Chichester, Sussex, Lay Vicar at the Cathedral. Pet Aug 
12. Chichester, Aug 31 at 11.30. Lamb, Brighton. 

Bottomley, Joseph, Oldham, out of business. Pet Aug 12. Oldham, Aug 


29 at 12. Ascroft, Oldham. 

Brittain, Geo Septimus, Sheffield, Butcher. 
atil. Patteson, Sheffield. 

Brown, Wm, Oystermouth, Glamorgan, Contractor. Pet July 4. Bristol, 
Ang 26 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Bullivant, Richd, New Wortley, nr Leeds, Commercial Traveller, Pet 
July 26. Leeds, Aug 25 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Caldecutt, Thos, Manch, Plumber. Pet Aug 8. Manch, Aug 29 at 9.30. 
Swan, Manch. 

Coward, Edwin, Lpool, Grocer. Pet Aug 12. Lpool, Aug 26 at Il, 
Richardson, Lpoo! 

Crosby, Chas Philip, Stramshall, nr Uttoxeter, Stafford, out of business, 
Pet Aug 12. Uttoxeter, Aug 27 at 10, Welch, Sandbach. 

Davies, Jolin, Cortey, Salop. Huckster, Pet Aug 9. Cleobury Mortimer, 
Aug 27 at 10. Corbett, Kidderminster. 

Drury, Jas Robinson, Susworth, Lincoln, Coal Dealer. Pet Aug 5. Gains- 
borough, Aug 24 at 10. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Durnell, Geo, Byton, Hereford, Brickmaker. Pet Aug 12. Birm, Sept 
15 at 12. Robinson, Leominster, and Reece & Harris, Birm. 

Evans, Saml, Denbigh, Coal Merchant. Pet Aug 12, Lpool, Aug 26 at 
12. ‘Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Fowle, Arthur Edwd, Westerham, Kent, Watchmaker. Pet Aug 12. 
Sevenoaks, Aug 27 at 12. Rogers, Tonbridge. 

Gee, Hy, Manch, Foreman, Pet Aug i0. Mauch, Aug 29 at 9.30. Smith 
& Boyer, Manch. 

Harker, Richd Allanson, jun, Ledgate, Durham, Joiner. Pet Aug 8. 
Shotley Bridge, Aug 23 at 3. Wiikinson. Shotley Bridge. 

Haws, Mary Anne, and Susanna Haws, Kingston-upon-Hull, Mi.liners, 
Pet Aug 10. Leeds, Sept 7 at 12, Eaton & Beilby, Hull. 

Hicks, John, Bray, Berks, Butcher. Pet Aug 12. Windsor, Aug 29a 
ll. Spicer, Gt iow. 

Holt, Oliver, Whitworth, Rochdale, Carter. Pet Aug 10. Rochdale, Aug 
30 at 11. Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Ineson, Benj, Neweastie-upon- Tyne, Foreman to a Marine Store Dealer. 
Pet Aug 9. Newcastle, Aug 27 at ll. Joel, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Knights, Alfred Mark, Martham, nr Gt Yarmouth, Cattle Jobber. Pet 
Aug 12. Gt Yarmouth, Aug 27 at 12. Lewis, Raymond’s-bidgs. 

Lear, Geo, Aston, Warwick, out of business. Pet Augll. Birm, Sept 26 


at 12. Parry, Birm. 
Livesey, Robt, Everton, Lancaster, Chemist. Pet Aug 13. Lpool, Aug 
27 at 11. Francis & Almond, Lpool. 
Morgans, Thos, Dowlais, nr Merthyr Tydfil, a Pet Aug 10. Mer- 
thyr Tydfil, Aug 27 at 2. Simons, Merthyr Tydfi 


Pet Aug 10. Leeds, Aug 26 


Palmer, Geo Lewis, Lpool, Hardware Merchant. "Pet Aug 13, Lpool, 
Ang 27at il. Anderson & Collins, Lpoo! 

Parish, Robt, Gt Barton, Suffolk, Horse D iis Pet Aug 13, Bury St 
Edmunds, “aug 27 at 12. Walpole, Beyton. 

Pinder, Edwd, Newark-upon-Trent, Butcher. Pet Aug 13. Newark, 


Aug 22 at 1%, Ashley, Newark. 
nee Wm, Dewsdury, York, Furniture Broker. Pet Aug 12. Déws- 
jury, Sept 1 at 11. Ibberson, Dewsbury. 
nese Hy, Titchfield, Hants, Baker. "Pet Aug 10. Portsmouth, Aug 


27 at il. 
Rothwell, Freak, Rochdale, Draper. Pet Aug 4. Manch, Sept 8 at 12. 
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Paul, Earlsheaton, Dewsbury, Raiser, and Matthew Milnes, Batley Freehold residence, known as Western-lodge, Portland- place, Kensington 
senior, Pal Weaver. Pet Aug 12. Dewsbury, Sept 1 at 11. Chadwick, —Sold for £2,650. eat Bua 

Dewsbury. » 5 

le Free the Gate-house Grange containing about 80 seres, with 
sett Simp, East Retford, Nottingham, Draper. Pet Aug ety 3 2 reid : vith frm: i ‘ke., situate in the parish of Lamber- 
. Southea, Seth ri. M. ard, Portsmou ug urst, Kent— 4 
Lgl Ble ae ay 27 at Il. Paffard, Levys be oy Ang, 16.— By Mista, Fesseas, 
Thomas, Wm by =: oe, , Carmarthen, Tanner. Adj Anglo, Cér- Froshold bya ay Xe grounds, mandate pete tem pie 
le atl about '. Clapham common. 
omen a Dever, Tea Dealer. Pet Aug 8. Dover, Aug 26 at 12. Freehold catate, Known a8 Westcroft-lodge, Chobham, Surrey, comprising 

Minter, Dover. a residence, with grounds, in all about 248; let at £120 per annum-~— 
Thavatesats, a om Crewe, Cheshire, Saddler. Pet Aug 8. Lpool, Aug Sold for £3,970, 

27 atl s —— 
Western, Thos, Carlisle, Butcher. Pet Aug ll. Carlisle, Aug 90 af It. . 
want tian Market Harborough, Leicester, Tailor. Pet Aug 12, AND CREDIT COMPANY OF SLANT 

Market Harborough, Aug 30 at 11. Rawlins, Market Harborough. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Aug 12, 1864. 
Randall, Thos Wm, Hyde-ter, Battersea, out of business, July 15. 
Toespar, Aug. 16, 1864, 
Pullen, Thos Jas, Wellington-ter, Dalston, Gent. Aug 15, 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE, 
Aug, 10,—By Messrs, Nornros, Hoceart, & Trist 

Freehold estate, known as Ay House, situate in the. parishes of 
Bonghton-under-Blean and Selling, Kent, comprising a house, farm- 
house, farm-buildings, &c., and 214a 2r 3p of arable, hop, orchard, and 
meadow land—Sold for £18,150. 

Freehold, 3 enclosures of marsh land, situate in Sea Salter Level, 
Graveney, Kent, containing 35a— Sold for £2,500. 

Freehold dwelling-house, being No. 31, Charles-street, Westminster ; let 

at £60 per annum—Sold for £1,000, 

Freehold, the Hog public-house, being No, 37, Charles-street, 
Westminster ; also a dwellings house in the rear, No. 9, Gardiner’s-lane ; 
prod: £79 per annum—Sold for £1 

Freehold shop and dwelling-house, being No. 39, Charles-street, West- 
minster; also in the rear a dwelling and p: No, !2, Gardiner’s- 
lane; producing £70 per annum—Sold for F150, 

Freehold shop and dwelling-house, being No, 40, Poetonctintt, aforesaid ; 
let at £45 per annum—Sold for £800. 

Freehold rental of £107 per annum, arising from property situate in 

Charles-street and Gardiner’s-lane, wena eee for £2,500. 

Freehold rental of £70 per annum, roperty situate in 
Charies-street and Gardiner’s-lane, yo Mrtosad ld for £1,500. 

Freehold shop and dwelling-house, being No. 44, Charles-street, West- 
minster; let at £40 per annum—Sold for £840. 

Freehold property, comprising the Ship public-house, being No. 46, 
Charles-street, Westminster ; a dwelling-house and shop adjoining, being 
No. 47; and a dwelling-house, being No. 8, Gardiner’s-lane; let at 


£120 per annum — Sold for £3,300. 

Freehold, the William the Fourth beer-shop, and 3 dwelling-honses (2 
with shops), situate Nos. 11, 19,20, and 21, Gardiner’s-lane, Westmin- 
ster ; let at £111 per Care for £1 


1,800. 

Freehold dwelling-house and Pry ag bog 22, Gardiner’s-lane, 
aforesaid ; let at £28 per potnsgs Ber for £ 

Aug. 11.—By Messrs Desennam & rhe 

ory en” known as Hawley House, Mare-street, Hackney— 

Leasehold, 8 dwelling-houses, known as Nos. | to 8, Field's Cottages, 
South- road, Wimbledon, Surrey, producing £122 2s. per annum ; term, 
94 years from June, yi at ground-rents amounting to £9 los. per 
annum—Sold for 

Leasehold, the carcases of 6 oe) pomess. situate in Winkfield-road, 
Lordship-lane, Wood-green—Sold for £41 

Lease (10 years unexpired) of premises actin as No, 13, Wilson-street, 
Finsbury ; let at £80 per annum--Sold for £200, 

15,—By Messrs. Norton, Hocaart, & Txist, 

Leasehold vatalibens. being No. 13, Hyde-park-street, Hyde-park-square, 
with coach-house and stable ; let’ at £230 per annum; term, years 
— 1836, at a ground-rent of £3 per annum— ia for 

400, 
Aug. 16.—By Messrs Desenuam & Tewson. 

Freehold residence, known as Derby Honse, with grounds about 1 acre, 

situate at Caterham, Surrey—Sold for £1, 
Leasehold residence, being No, 8, St. ‘Aubyn’ s-road, Westow-hill. Nor- 

wood ; let at £60 per annum ; term, 99 years from Midsummer, 1660, 
ata ground-rent of £8 per annum—Sold for £575. 

Freehold house, being No. 3, Malvern-villas, Chapel-road, Lower Nor- 
wood ; let at £28 per annum—Sold for £370. 


AT GARRAWAY’ Ss. 
Aug. 10.— Temes. Faresnornes, Crark, & Lrz, 

Leasehold residence, being No. 64, Addison-road, Kensington; let at 
£160 per annum ; term, 99 years from 24th June, 1852, at a ground- 
rent of £15 per annum—Sold for £1,780. 

ridge-crescent, Bayswater, with 


Lea-ehold old residence, being No. ae Pembridge. 
premises in the rear, producing £80 rat die annum; term, years from 
6 per annum—sold for £960. 


Lady- “rp 1854, at a ground- we. of 
a gece residence, being No. 1, Gordon-road, Stoke Newington ; 


term, 
years 1860, at nd-rent of £6 6s. 
Sold for £850, , ab a grow per annum 
Leaseho] 


hold residence, being No. 14, Warwick-road, Stoke Newington ; Jet 
at £30 10s. per annum; term similar to above; ground-rent £5 per 
annum— £280. 

By Messrs, J. & A. Pantsit. 
Leasehold, 2 residences, being No. !, Park-road, gr Mp. ke Piccardy-road, 


Belvedei e, Kent, producing £72 per annum; “term, 96 years unexpired ; 
ground-rent, £5 per annum—; for £710. ‘ 


Aug. 11—By Mr. Marsu. 
Lease (13 years vod ol bokeras . . 
. friars, City—Sold for £5,000, business premises known as No. 6, Austin 





Limited). 
win wate ti trunenet tii in the United meats See) 
Kaper Offices—4, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-street, £.C. 
Dublin Office—3, Westmoreland-street. 
Capital, et in 20,000 shares of £50 ‘each. 
irst Issue, 10,000 shares. 


——— 


Draectors. 
bay mr ay Right Hon. LORD FERMOY, M.P.. and Lieutenant of 
he County Cork ; Pembridge-square, London; and County 


Cork. 
Vice-Chairman—F. COTTON FINCH, 7 pes Bye Blackheath- 





park, 8.E. Director of the Blaenavon Iron Coal Company, Cannon- 
street, City, E.C. 
Alexander Boyle, Esq. (Messrs. Bo gi, Low, & Gs: Beate ee 
William Walter Cargill, mgt +4, Connaught and Carlton Club, 
ee Ee kk Corporation, 
jugene Collins, . Ki gton-park-gardens, Director of the Loa- 
ed plwemag omg m Bank. 
Edward Corry, Esq., me, New Broad-street, E.C., Diveetor of the West 


Cork Railw: way, London. 
J. Lewis Farley, Esq., Threadneedie-street, Director of the Ottoman 
Financial Associati 


ion, 

Joseph Kineaid, Messrs. Stewart & Kincaid), Dabiin. 

avid 4 a7 Harley-street, Cavendish-square, aud College 
Lieutenant County Cork. 


em Youghal, ey Deputy 


D. Macpherson, Esq.. Director of the London Glasgow Engineering 
and Shipbuilding Company, Glasgow and London. 
Henry Munster, Esq.. Cammel & Co., Sheffield and London, 


Charles Laan: = aot 19, Bruton-street, peas London. 

G. 8. Trower, Hyde-park-square (Messrs, Trower & Lawson), 
St. Mary-at-hill, ie 

The Hon. H. P. Vereker, F.RGS., 35, Westbourne-place, Eaton-square, 
London, 


GENERAL MANAGER. 


Joseph Suche, Esq. 


This Company is prepared to act as Ser Agents 
To receive moneys on deposit for fixed periods, at mien 10 be agened 








upon. 

‘To make advances on approved securities, invest moueys on commis- 
sion, guarantee tities or secures, , and negotiate Loans ou Mortgage, for 
long or short 

To effect the yerchate and sale of Stocks, Shares, Debentures, &c., 
receive Dividends 2 all classes of Public Securities, the halt-pay of 
eee Last Preah Gwen, 14.8 making advances on, 

a pany, peck 
and dealing in, real property _ deerijone tore 

As a Land Improvement Com reclaiming, drafning, and i im- 
proving lands, making and epnmracting tate and executing 
and, either as Principal or Agent, making estimates and entering into 
bar gent for the same. 

ive Rents, and act as Land Agents for a moderate Commission. 

To no facilities for the association of Capitalists desirous of taking a 
limited interest in remunerative undertakings. 

FERRAND OLIPHANT, Secretary, 

N.B.—This Company will remove to its permanent Offlees, 156, Leaden- 
hall-street, E.C., on the Ist September proximo, 

Extensive Kateane on and Residence of Rosehaug h, in Ross-shire, Charch 
Patronage for Fo be sold by PUBLIC ROUP, on WE Y, 
the 14th SEPTEMBER povale is > “¢" ce dautaals afternoon, 
CAY & BLACK’S SALER' 


wa 1 i2beihebemn ainaly eevee the estate, 


alread. 
rther particulars on 
“eu W, ile BARE, Ps Solicitors, 8h Greahacy-heuse, 
or to Messrs. JOLLIE, STRONG, & HENRY, W.8, a. 38 
Edinburgh, 
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Banks of the Wye, near Monmouth.—The beautiful and fertile estate, 
all freehold, or equal thereto, called the Argoed, comprising about 361 
acres, finely timbered, rising by a gentle slope from the River Wye to 

ees magnificent building sites, and com- 
manding views of the Wye and surrounding country of surpassing 


7 ESSRS. DEBENHAM & TEWSON are in- 
structed to SELL by AUCTION, at the GUILDHALL Oe One 
in 
TY (all freehold, or equal 
the eae tees in the parish of Penalt, 
containing about 361 acres, the chief portion of which is land of great 
cetosieusel value and fertility in a good state of cultivation, interspersed 
peda plantations, and roughs, increasing the beauty of the pro- 
and its value to the sportsman, with the ancient mansion-house, a 
pre Seer and picturesque building, now used as the principal farmhouse, 
with garde: spacious and convenient farm buildings. Also two 
several The lands in- 
meado In addition to the beautiful 
uxuriant 
grow er ita park-like appearance. The property is situate geo- 
ly within three miles of the town of Monmouth, but it is ap- 
eel at the back a. a winding road, making the distance about four 
niles. The views from a are among the finest in England. 
The estate lies on the right the Wye, which skirts it to some ex- 
tent, the main road from Monmouth to Tintern Abbey and Chepstow, 
so well known to tourists, running parallel with it on the opposite bank. 
The Forest of Dean, and much of the intervening ae § between the 
Forest and Chepstow, form prominent features in the rich, varied, and 
extensive landscape. Whether for investment only, or for the enjoyment 
of residence in so charming a locality, this property offers an opportunity 
seldom met with, it peer difficult to obtain a Janded estate of any extent 
in this neighbourh al ay mere Fig ws so many advantages. The district is 
one of the most healthy railways for which Parliamen- 
tary powers have jam already sieaioed, and those in contemplation, 
must add materially to the pa Ree value, and give great facilities for 
a communication with all parts of the kingdom, The Monmouth 
Station is within two miles. This line is about to be continued through 
the Forest of Dean to Malvern and Worcester, the works thereof being 
commenced, Ross is distant 13 miles, and Chepstow 10 from the 


one of the farms may be had at Christmas next. The 
the occupation of Mr. John Gunter, who 


Paid tenis with plans (now ready), of 
Mr. J. G. GEORGE, Solicitor, Monmouth ; 
Mr. THOMAS FORTUNE, Solicitor, 16, Southampton-street, Blooms- 
bury-square, London ; of 
Mr. HENRY MINETT, ‘Solici tor, Ross 
and of Messrs. DEBENHAM & TEWSON ° io, Cheapside, all of whom will 
forward them by post on application. 


Monmouthshire, in the Kur ood of Usk.—Valuable Freehold 
tes 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM & TEWSON have re- 
ceived instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the GUILDHALL 
COFFEEHOUSE, London, on MONDAY, AUGUST 29, at ONE punctu- 
ally,in Two Lots, the valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES known as the 
Wernhire and Brin Farms, beautifully situate in the parishes of Lianbad- 
dock and Glascoed, within three miles of Usk; comprising 224 acres of 
ind, boa good and improvable land, including about 132 acres of fine wood- 
1 bounded pot a stream. Lot 1 comprises 162 acres, with the Wernhire 
and buildings ; and Lot 2, 62 acres, with the Brin farm-buildings, 

Sell ie ea caeonane of Messrs. R. & B. Reece, yearly tenants. These 
estates lie near to the main road from Usk to Pontypool. The Coleford, 
Monmouth, Usk, and Pontypool Railway skirts them, and both afford fine 
opportunities either for investment or occupation, the picturesque scenery 
= ams een of the neighbourhood offering unusual inducements 





may now be had of the parties mentioned in 
ing averemea and also of Messrs. DEBENHAM & TEW- 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM & TEWSON are in- 
structed to SELL by AUCTION, at the GUILDHALL COFFEE- 
HOUSE, in te fie London, on TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 20 (unless 
previously 8. rivate contract), the charmingly situate 
FREEHOLD RESIDENC as Sandhills, in the parish and water- 
of Mudiford, near Christchurch, and only five miles from 

outh, with very ornamental hi 1 


, three dressing-rooms, two drawing-rooms, 
candle tera0u., tes eae circular, 24ft. in 
balcony (whence are charming views of the Channel, the Needles, and the 
Isle of Wight), a circular dining-room of similar 
. by 16ft., housskeeper’: 


&c. The 
an handsomely timbered. The house being well sheltered from the 
south-west winds, on a very dry soil,and (with the ex of the 
second drawing-room) entirely on the ground-floor, is ted for a 
winter as well as a pore residence. It is equally suitable for a family 
as a country home ; or to the sportsman, for yachting, shooting, or hunt- 
iug, hounds being kept pe the vicini: 

The residence was erected by the ate Right Hon. Sir Rose, in 
the best manner, for his own ——: and having been cared for 
by its present owner, it would be it to find so complete a place in an 
equally eligible position. 

Particulars (now ) of 

— TORR, JANEWAY, & TAGART, Solicitors, 38, Bedford- 


and of 1 ot Sy 80, Cheapside. 





Monmouthshire,—Desirable and valuable Freehold Property, situate at 
Grosmont. two miles from Pontrilas Station, on the West Midland Rail- 
way, 11 miles from Monmouth, 11 trom Abergavenny, and’ 14 fom 


R. GEORGE PYE has sentet, instructions — 
AVE SELL by AUCTION (unless previous! Arya 
the GREYHOUND Hi OTELA in the city of fey of Heteford, cx NESDAY, the 
14th day of SEPTEMBER next, at FOUR o'clock in the 
above-mentioned PROPERTY, in two lots. 


ductive garden and rich meadow land, and grass 
ing ; containing in the whole about 5a. Or. i7p., now in the 
of J, Lane, Esq., whose lease will expire on Fi 2, 1867. 
— to the payment of 6s. 2d. per annum chief rent, and 19s, 4d, 
Lot 2 comprises the valuable and compact Estatecalled the Town Farm, 
situate at Grosmont, containing 103a. Ir. 4p.. more or less, of arable, 
meadow, pasture, and wood with suitable farm-house and build. 
ings, lying in a ring fence, being well a and ha 
supply of water; the farm isin a good state of cultivation, and is now in 
the occupation of Mr. Edwin Martin, whose lease will expire at Christmas, 
1866, The land-tax on this lot is £3 5s, and chief rent 7s. per annum 
both lots are very near the church, and include some excellent building 
sites. There is good trout fishing within five minutes’ walk, and two 
packs of foxhounds meet in the neighbourhood. The 
—— + the beauty of its scenery and the purity 
the air. 
To view apply to the tive tenants, and for particulars ‘and condie 
tions to Messrs. JAMES he's CURTIS. 23, Ely-place, London, -E.0.; to 
the ——> Madley, Hereford; and at ‘the principal inns in the the neigh. 





Kent, Maidstone, and asia, —Extensive ae important Freehold 
(and partly land-tax redeemed) Warehouse and Wharf 
old-established Water Corn-mill, with capital Residence and 
Six Tenements, several enclosures of ee ea Pasture, 
ware and Hop Land ; also Two Shares 


at the Temporary Mart, GUILDH 
Gresham-street, London, on TUESDAY, 
at TWELVE for ONE o'clock, the extensive and 


WATERSIDE PREMISES, known as the Bridge-wharf, situate oe 


the Cliff, in the town of ror’ an Ling G 
a frontage of upwards of 57 ft. to ey ee 
frontage to Cliff-lane, and a depth of ea ig eh a/ 
street. This very im = property is pote pg. 
tion, is admirably adapted for Key J business 

ouse room and river frontage ; 
floors with loops to each on three sides, and are now let 
Flint, upon a repairing lease, which expires March, 1866, ata net 
of £210 p per annum. A very desirable property, known as W: 
mill, situate in the parish, and within a few minutes’ walk of the 


and railway station of Wateringbury. It comprises an old-established — 


water corn-mill, a gentlemanly residence with p 
premises, 4 labourers’ cottages, a 
and fruit tations, the whole containing Ila, 2r. 5p., let to 
Jas, Fremlin, as yearly tenant, at £200 per annum. i eligible 
estate, situate at Rising-well, otherwise Pizen-well, in 
within one mile of the village of Wateringbury, near the road 
from Maidstone to Tunbridge; it comprises a messuage now divided 
two tenements, a newly-erected stable and chaise-house 
lean-to cattle shed, and 16 acres of rich pasture, fruit p! 
land, let to Mrs, Catherine Startup, as yearly tenant, at 
£64 per annum. Also two the undertaking 
way, held in fee-simple. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained of 

eo o— CLARK, & HOWLETT, Solicitors, 8, 


§ 


ae 
i 


re SARRON & CLARKE, Solicitors, 29, Bloomsbury-square, ; 
the place of sale; and of Messrs, BEADEL, 25, Gresham-street, Lon- 


een, 


the undertaking of the 


TESSRS. BEADEL are instructed by the Trustees 
under the will of the late Harry Bilaker, atk: (corre 


the premises are ric bul being £ four i 


and 3 enclosures of productive i 


bs 


a8 





STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 3 
Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 
ee Aen oee BEAL‘ REGISTER of te : 
2, 209, PW Particulars 


ould be iorwerded aut ther than the Sue af a 


Residences, Landed 
and Shooting Quarters, Mano 
above, published on the Ist 
be had on application at the Office, 
for insertion 
month 





Annuity of £100, payable half-yearly by the Hon. Society of the Inner — 


ben wt fo . valuable Life Policy in the Equitable Assurance Office, 


TESSRS.. N ORTON, HOGGART, . TRIST have 
received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the GUILD- 
HALL COFFEEHOUSE, near Guildhall, in the city of London, on WED- 
NESDAY, AUGUST 24, at ONE o’clock precisely, an 
payable by the Hon. Society of the Benchers of the I 
yearly, during the life of a gentleman aged 75, or neoeibioniny 
pnd eee itn Soe pen re the same gentleman’s life estate in 
certain sets of ——— in King’s Bench-walk, Temple. Also a valuable 
Life Policy in the Equitable Assurance Society, a 1813, and 
originally effected for £700, but now amounting, wi additions, to 
£2,297, with — =e additions. Annual pony £16 10s, 


Particulars ma; 

JOHN VIN a 8 (Sie, B. eee Ree 
Messrs. EARLE & 

at the Guildhall Coffeehouse ; and of Messrs. NORTON, HOGGART, & 

TRIST, 62, Old Broad-street, Royal Exchange, 


ANNUITY of £100, 
nner Temple, half- 


Sy eRe ait eaeicit 











